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On Monpay vast the House of Lords gave judgmegt 
acase of Cullen y. Thomson, which was an appeal 

om the Court of Session in Scotland. The question 

) raised was whether the manager and the secretary of a 
‘joint stock bank were liable in to a person who 
had purchased shares on a fraudulent and false repre- 
; sentation that the concern was prospering, when, in fact, 
i was on the verge of ruin. The Nefense of the mana- 

_ ger and the secretary was, that they were only the ser- 
‘vants of and were obeying the directors, and that the direc- 
© tors alone were liable. The Lord Chancellor in delivering 
"judgment said that the decision of the Court below was 
based on the assumption that the manager and the se- 
( were servants of the company, and acted under 
‘their control, and that the fraudulent misrepresentation 
‘in the reports was made Pog directors, and not by 
the manager or secretary. He thought that both those 
“positions were unfounded, and therefore he would advise 
that the interlocutors should be reversed and the cause 
‘Temitted. In that judgment Lord Wensleydale, who 
was present at the hearing of the case, and it was under- 
“stood Lord Cranworth also, concurred. The decision 
‘will, no doubt, have a very wholesome effect upon the 
conduct of officials in public companies, by showing 
‘them that they cannot screen themselves from the con- 
sequences of fraud by alleging that they were acting in 
’ the commission of it under the orders or control of their 
ore. Very often in public companies, particularly 
"in banks, the manager and the secretary are frequently 
‘more masters than servants. The directors are fre- 
‘quently little more than their instruments. The case 
‘of the Royal British Bank was a lamentable instance of 
‘uch a state of things. There Mr. Cameron was the 
esiding genius, and that case was useful as an example 

"how far the law would reach as against such offenders. 
‘But the recent decision of the House of Lords shews 
they are not only criminally but civilly liable for 

he consequence of their fraud. 
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} ALITTLE LEARNING is, without any doubt, a dangerous 
“thing. We have seen a printed circular from a limited 
company connected with the press, to one of its share- 
»holders,‘in which the official collector demanded from the 
J holder payment of acertain amount within four days, 
herwise threatening legal proceedings under the Act 
8 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 28, in conformity with which the 
motice was declared to be sent. We have looked into 
he section of the enactment mentioned, and find that it 
es to distresses for rent upon tenants after expira- 
“tion of their terms. It is very bold, to say the least of 
“it, that Acts of Parliament are referred to in printed 
) circulars, in order to intimidate, not perhaps less learned, 
‘but less impudent, persons than those who issued this 
Mmotice, by imbuing them with the apprehension that 
the company thus threatening are endowed by the Le- 
are with special powers. 
| Tue stanpinc onpers of the House of Commons, 
/as revised by the select committee appointed last month, 
have been altered in some particulars relating to private 
bills. The committee also report that they are strongly 
of opinion that a reduction in some of the fees of the 
and other charges paid in respect of private 
Bills, may be made, and should take effect as early as 
possible ; but they have abstained from suggesting altera- 
‘tions in the schedule of fees, from a conviction that it 
is desirable that it. should be considered in conjunction 
‘with the scale of other Parliamentary charges, and these 
did not come within the scope of the inquiry delegated 
to the committee. yer gt fees paid to the (se 
are £5 on the deposit of the petition, the bill, plan, or 





any other document; £5 on the presentation of the 
petition for the bill; £15 on the first reading, £15 on 
the second reading, £15 on the report from the com- 
mittee, and £15 on the third reading. These are the 
lowest fees; they rise with the sum to be = on the 
execution of the work authorized by the bill; if that 
sum be 1,500,000, each £15 fee becomes £150. An in- 
quiry into the subject will doubtless be instituted next 
session. 


Tue Lorp CHaNcetior has caused a reply to be sent 
to the memorial addressed to him by solicitors peeing 
in the Court of Bankruptcy on the subject of the 
of the Office of Registration of Trust from Basing- 
hall-street to Quality-court, from which it appears to 
his Lordship’s intention to adhere to the determination 
he has come to on the subject. 


We age Harry To norice that in the case of the 
Judgments Law Amendment (Ireland) Bill the order 
of the day has been discharged. Nothing can be more 
unwise than any partial disturbance of the Irish registry 
system, with which the law of judgments in that 
country is indissolubly bound up. oreover, it is 
equally pape tog to be a altering the law 
regarding a class of securities on which, and not by way 
of mortgage, loans are usually raised on land in Ire- 
land. 


Mr. H. M. Rey, deputy-magistrate and deputy- 
collector of Conercolly, has been transferred to Furred- 
pore, in which district he will exercise the full powers 
of a magistrate. Mr. W. H. Barber, officiating deputy- 
magistrate and deputy-collector of Chittagong, has been 
transferred to Noacolly, in which district he will exer- 
cise the powers of a subordinate magistrate of the first 
class. Mr. G. 8. Fagan has been bo pans to officiate 
as first judge of the Court of Small Causes in Calcutta, 
during the absence, on leave, of Mr. Boulnois, or until 
further orders ; Mr. F. B. Kemp has been appointed to 
officiate as a judge of the Court of Sudder Dewanny and 
Nizamut Adawlut ; Mr. F.C. Fowle has been appointed 
to officiate as civil and session judge of Shahabad. 


Mz. Jounx Warson, of Pickering, York, has been a 
pointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the ack- 
serletgnente of deeds by married women, for the 
North Riding of York. ; 


Mz. Tuomas Hueu Oxtpman, of Gainsborough, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of deeds by married women, for the 
parts of Lindsay, Lincoln. 


Mrz. Axurpnonso Rowxianp Vartex, of Bolton, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
the acknowledgments of deeds by married women, for 
the county of Lancaster. 


Mer. Wir11am Cuaries Lvuarp, of Llandaff, near 
Cardiff, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner 
for taking the acknowledgments of deeds by married 


women, for the county of Glamorgan. 
do~tugretiadintaaiiliaa 


THE NEW GENERAL ORDER IN CHANCERY. 

It will be convenient if we thus prominently reiterate 
the statement which we made last week about the reso- 
lution which Mr. Cox moved in the House of Commons 
relative to the recent General Order of the Court of 
Chancery, requiring affidavits to be printed. We stated 
that the motion was lost by a majority of five in a thin 
House, and such was the fact. The very first announce- ' 
ment in the Law Times of last Saturday, however, was, 
that “the House of Commons has by a majority of five 
resolved that the Order of the Lord Chancellor anni- 
hilating the law writers without compensation (&c., 
&c.) ought not.to continue in force.” After which the 
writer to state, “ We are not clear what is the 
necessary effect of this vote.” “ Tt would be a 
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mere mockery to invite the opinion of Parliament if, 
when given, it is not to be acted upon.” . . . “We 
fear that so much respect will not be paid to the 
House of Commons, and excuses will be found for 
setting its vote at defiance.” “ We congratu- 
late the law writers on the victory which they have 
wee OG And much more of the same kind. Now, 
any man may be excused for ignorance of a fact, even 
though it may be his busines#to be informed about it, and 
certainly is so if he intends to make it a subject of public 
comment. But one who professes to be a lawyer and a 
. teacher of law is not quite so excusable for misleading 
the professional public Pip cresary, Be! question of law as to 
which the statute-book is more than usually explicit and 
. perspicuous. Lord Coke says, “ Ignorantia facti excusat: 
wgnorantia juris non excusut ;” and this maxim has special 
application to a legal journalist. There is also another 
maxim in point—Jgnorantia eorum que scire tenetur non 
excusat. Everybody is bound to know what is passin 
in the House of Commons, and still more the Acts o 
Parliament. In the present case, even the division list 
appeared in the morning journals, and the truth might 
have been known, if there were any doubt concerning it, 
by a casual inquiry at the Chancery offices. We have 
some right to complain, therefore, at our being compelled 
to set right mistakes of our contemporary that might 
' $0 easily have been avoided; and we must ask our 
correspondents to accept the statement which we here 
make in lieu of explanations to them severally in detail. 
The account which we gave of the discussion last weck 
was strictly accurate. ‘he General Order, “anni- 
hilating the law writers,” remains still in force, and, un- 
fortunately for themselves, they cannot be congratulated 
‘*on the victory they have won.” Of one thing, how- 
ever, they may rest assured, and it may be useful for 
them to know it infuture. There is no doubt whatever 
as to what would be the effect of a resolution of either 
House of Parliament hostile to such a General Order. 
Neither House is exposed to the “mere mockery” of 
being “invited” to give its “opinion” in such a case, 
or to the risk when it does give its opinion that it will not 
be acted upon. There is not the least “fear that so much 
respect will not be 4s to the House of Commons,” or 
that ‘excuses will be found for setting its vote at 
defiance ” whenever it chooses to vote against any Gene- 
ral Order of the Court of Chancery which is brought 
under the notice of the House. The Chancery Amend- 
ment Act of 1852 is remarkably clear and express 
upon this point. The 64th section enacts that all General 
Rules and Orders of the Lord Chancellor ‘shall imme- 
diately after the making and issuing thereof be laid 
before both Houses if Parliament be then sitting, or if 
Parliament be not then sitting within five days after the 
next meeting thereof: provided always, that if either of 
the Houses of Parliament shall, by any resolution passed 
within thirty-six days after such Rules or Orders have 
been laid before “ah Houses of Parliament, resolve that 
the whole or any part of such rules or orders ought not 
to continue in force, in such case the whole, or such 
part thereof as shall be so included in such resolution, 
shall, from and after such resolution, cease to be binding.” 
It would be amusing to contrast the explicit provisions 
of this enactment with the incoherent and uninformed 
comments of our contemporary upon the discussion of 
Monday week, if it were not for the actual incon- 
venience and loss which arise to those who are thus 
misled in the practice of their profession. After what 
we have said it is hardly necessary for us to add that 
there has been no change whatever in the practice 
initiated by the recent General Order; nor is there 
likely to be any change now that one House of Parlia- 
ment has tacitly, and the other avowedly, sanctioned the 
Order. 

Apart from any question about establishing a mono- 
poly in favour of one firm of printers, the discussion 
between Mr. Cox, M.P. for Finsbury, and the Solicitor- 
Genera] mainlv: «rned upon the single point of expense. 
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There can be no doubt that if an average of less than 
six copies of affidavits filed is required, printing will be 
more expensive than writing, and as the difference of 
cost, if any, is to fall upon the Suitors’ Fee Fund, there 
was great force in Mr. Cox's observation, that it was 
unjustifiable to resort to such a fund for this purpose, 
after Parliament had refused to touch it for a much 
higher and a more useful purpose—the building of new 
law courts. We believe, however, that if the average 
number of copies required should turn out to be seven » 
or eight, the present price will be sufficient to indemni 
the Suitors’ Fee Fund against loss. The question, so far, 
is one purely of figures, and experience only can give 
it a satisfactory solution. 

Meanwhile it is the business of solicitors to know 
exactly what is required of them, and for their infor. 
mation we repeat what we have already said upon this 
subject. The General Order came into operation on 
the 19th of June last, and it requires that “all affidavits 
and depositions which are to be used on the hearing of 
any cause in which issue shall be joined, or a notice 
of motion for a decree served, after the 18th of June, 
1862, shall be printed.” The intention is to have in 
print all the proceedings to be used at the hearing of 
the cause. This has been the tendency for the last ten 
years. Bills in Chancery were first printed in the year 
1852, and there never has been any doubt as to the 

eat benefit which has been effected by this change, 

othing is more calculated than the printing of plead- 
ings to make them conform to a natural standard ; and 
accordingly bills in Chancery, since they have been re- 
quired to be in print, are the best specimens of pleading 
which can be found in any system of jurisprudence, 
They are no longer the thrice-told tale of “ old times.” 
They are always, when the subject-matter allows them to 
be so, intelligible to any person of ordinary education, 
and they raise the issues between the parties definitively 
enough without being trammelled by any technical or 
merely formal rules beyond those which are required 
for uniformity ; and it may be safely asserted that this 
great improvement is mainly due to the printing of 
bills. Pleaders who would have no compunction 
about sending out from their chambers verbose 
and technical drafts so long as they were preserved 
from any further publicity than what might be 
obtained by copies written in awkward briefs, cannot 
help feeling some sense of shame at the notion of such 
stufl being printed—to be known and read of all men. 
Answers to bills in Chancery came to be printed in 
April, 1860 ; and although there was at the time con- 
duenhie doubt whether there was the same occasion or 
there could be the same utility as in the case of bills, 
yet it cannot be denied that the new system has worked 
extremely well, and has already produced a very marked 
improvement in the structure and composition of 
answers. No one has ever seen a printed answer con- 
taining anything like the tautology “ by way of tra- 
verse,” which was the main characteristic of answers 
when they were written. Affidavits and depositions, 
however, stand upon a very different footing from either 
bills or answers. The latter are pleadings. They only 
narrate facts where they are essential to the pleading. 
For the most part they contain allegations or statements 
in the nature of general propositions or conclusions of 
fact. But affidavits and depositions are, or, at all events, 
ought to be, almost wholly confined to a detail or narra- 
tive of facts, which there ought to be no extraneous in- 
ducement to curtail or present in any other than a 
natural manner ; and it is not unlikely that deponents 
may sometimes be unduly influenced by the considcia- 
tion that their evidence wili word for word appear in 
print. We doubt, moreover, whether in a great 
number of cases the machinery may not be more 
cumbrous and expensive than it need be ; and, perhaps, 
the wisest course would have been to have con- 
fined the experiment, in the first instance, to suits 
brought on in the regular Way upo™ repli-stion filed. 
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We think it would have been judicious to have con- 
tinued the hearing suits upon notice of motion for 
decree, upon written affidavits, according to the practice 
which has just now been superseded. We have no doubt, 
however, that the entire matter has received the best 
consideration of the Lord Chancellor and the Chancery 
judges, and that they have not issued the General 
Order in question without consulting the officers of the 
court, and others who are best qualified to give infor- 
mation in all the details of practice. We have, there- 
fore, abstained from joining in the cry got up by the 
law stationers. We shall be sorry if so denehyiing and 
respectable a body of men shall be injured by the Lie 
ration of the new Order, and shall be happy should it 
turn out that the great improvements which have been 
made in Chancery procedure should, in the end, prove 
beneficial to those whom at first they threatened to 
ruin—a class including law statjoners and writers. If 
we have not wept over their * annihilation,” neither 
have we mocked them with false congratulations, nor 
have we attempted to frighten them by bugbear fears. 
If they had managed their fight in the House of Com- 
mons a little better they would have won, and they 
need have entertained no fear about the Lord Chan- 
cellor or anybody else setting the vote of the House of 
Commons at defiance. Their case was well argued by 
_ themember for Finsbury. Altogether it ovcbibaalh have 
_ been better handled ; but the law stationers were evidently 
much wanting in diligence to their own cause, for except 
Mr. Cox himself, we believe there was not another of 
the metropolitan members present upon the occasion. 
Before we leave the subject ot the printing of Chan- 
cery proceedings, we may mention that members of the 
bar have been complaining ever since the introduction 
of the new system that it has indirectly been very dis- 
advantageous to them. They say that, notwithstanding 
the great decrease in the bulk of their briefs, which is 
caused by printing, the fees are still often calculated 
roughly by the apparent quantity of paper contained in 
the brief, although the real work to be done remains the 
same. If this be so, the matter will, no doubt soon set 
itself right. It may be well, however, to remind our 
readers of the fact as it is not unlikely to escape their 
attention. 


+ 
A POINT OF CRIMINAL LAW, 


Is a mother, who through drunkenness causes the 
death of her child, guilty of manslaughter? ‘The law 
upon this point appears to be involved in doubt, as a re- 
ference to the two following cases will show. At the 
Summer Assizes of 1860 a woman was tried at Liver- 

1, before Mr. Baron Martin, for the manslaughter of 
er child, aged five months. It appeared from the evi- 
dence that the prisoner had been frequently in custody 
for drunkenness. On the night in question she went 
with her child to the lodging of another woman, with 
whom she had been drinking, and it was proved that 
she let it fall several times from her lap on the floor. 
The last time it fell the prisoner, who was very drunk, 
lay on its body for nearly an hour, and it consequently 
died of suffocation. : 

On this state of facts Mr. Baron Martin held that the 
prisoner was guilty. He said that inasmuch as she had 

,a special duty cast upon her, namely, to protect her 
child, and by getting drunk not only rendered herself 
incapable of performing that duty, but by an act done 
to the child while she was in a state of drunkenness 
actually caused its death, she was guilty of manslaugh- 
ter; and the jury, in accordance with this direction, 

_found her guilty. 

A week or two ago a case very similar in character, 
was tried at the Old Bailey, A report of the case, taken 
from a daily contemporary, is subjoined, from which it 
appears that the judge who presided took a different view 

~of the law from that laid dewn by Mr. Baron Martin, 





and consequently the prisoner was acquitted. The trial 
took place on the 10th of last month. 

Mary Mahoney, 29, was charged with the manslaughter of 
her child, Mary, aged two years and eleven months. 

The learned counsel for the prosecution opened the case as 
one of a peculiar and unusual character. The prisoner 
cohabited with a man named Connolly, and on the LOth of June 
she and her child and this man were out drinking together, and 
the prisoner came home at about one o'clock in the morning 
very drunk. She went into the room she occupied, and nothing 
more was heard of her until about five o’clock in the morning, 
when an alarm was given, and the child was found to be suffo- 
cated, and it appeared that during the night the prisoner had 
by some means or other fallen upon the child or-lain upon it, 
but there was nothing to show that the occurrence was not 
purely accidental, and the prisoner appeared to have expressed 
the deepest regret and and sorrow at what had happened: 

Mr. Justice WigHTMaN expressed his opinion that, upon the 
facts that had been narrated, the charge against the prisoner 
could not be supported. It was necessary that there should be 
proof that the prisoner had been guilty of some unlawful act 
tending to the death of the child, but there did not appear to 
be any such evidence, 

Mr. Orridge, for the prosecution, submitted that the prisoner, 
by her relation of mother to the child, had a special duty cast 
upon her to protect it, and if she, by her own act in getting 
drunk, rendered herself incapable of performing that duty, she 
would be liable to the charge of manslaughter; to get drank 
was in itself an offence. 

Mr. Justice WiguTMAN said it was no doubt a finable offence 
to get drunk, but it was not such a criminal act as would 
render the party liable to a charge of this description. For 
anything that appeared to the contrary, the prisoner might 
have rolled upon the child by a pure accident. 

Mr. Ribton, for the prisoner, said the fact was that it was 
only an unfortunate accident. 

Mr. Justice WiGHTMAN inquired of the learned counsel for 
the prosecution whether he had any authority to show that a 
charge of manslaughter had ever been supported under similar 
circumstances, 

Mr. Orridge said that he had endeavoured to find some 
authority, but he admitted, that he had been unable to discover 
any similar cases in the books. 

The jury then, under his lordship's direction, returned a 
verdict of not guilty. 


It seems to be impossible to reconcile the ruling of 


these two learned judges, as in both cases the charge and 
the evidence by which it was supported were su - 
tially the same. If Mr. Baron Martin was right Mr. 
Justice Wightman was wrong in stopping case 


before him. If Mr. Justice Wightman was right. the 
woman tried before Mr. Baron Martin was wrongfully 
committed. It is to be regretted that the question has 
not been settled by the Court of Criminal Appeal, 


> 


Che Courts. 


SUMMER ASSIZES 
Home Crrcort. 
MAIDSTONE, 


A ridiculous occurrence took place in this town on Tues- 
day evening last. The carriage of the high sheriff, in which 
that official and the learned judges are conveyed to 
and from the courts to their lodgings, usually stands in 
the yard of the Mitre Hotel ; and it appears that in the 
evening, shortly before the courts were expected to adjourn, 
some mischievous person caught up a goose that was straying 
about and placed it inside the carriage, at the same time 
placing some peas in the carriage, that it might eat, and be 
thus kept quiet. When the usual period arrived the carriage 
proceeded with the accustomed procession and ceremony to 
the court house, the goose being, no doubt, very proud at the 
position of dignity in which it was so unexpectedly placed, aud 
the vehicle was drawn up in front of the steps of the building. 
The moment Mr. Bannerman, the high sheriff, made his ap- 
pearance, the door of the carriage was thrown open and tho 
steps were let down with the usual bang, and this alarmed the 
poor goose, which sprang ott much to the discomfiture and 
alarm of one of the javelinmen who who was standing close by 
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the door, who, however, contrived to seize the intruder, and the 
high sheriff then entered the carriage and was driven off. The 
goose has since been restored to its owner, who is an inhabitant 
of the town. 
Norrovk Circuit. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

July 23.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Justice Wightman. There was only one cause entered 
for trial. é 

NORWICH. 
Civit sipE.—(Before Chief Justice CockBuRN). 

July 30.—Clark v. Race—This was an action to recover 
damages for slanderous words alleged to have been spoken by 
the defendant. 

The plaintiff is a notary public and magistrate, at Great 
Yarmouth, and the defendant is master of the Trinity steam- 
boat. It appeared from the evidence, that one day in March 
last the plaintiff's son and clerk, together with the defendant 
and a person named Stagg, were in the Duke’s Head Inn at 
Yarmouth. The conversation turned upon a case recently 
decided in the Admiralty Court—Barnby v. Yazley. Stagg 
asked Steel how Mr. Clarke came to lose the case, and Steel 
replied that when the Trinity Masters had anything to do with 
a case they were “dead nuts” on the salvors. Mr. Clarke, 
jun., and Mr. Steel then left, and the defendant asked who they 
were. Stagg said they were Mr. Clarke’s son and Mr. Steel, 
Mr. Clarke’s clerk. The defendant rejoined, “ D— him, he 
is more like iron than steel, and if he had stopped I would have 
given him such a rap on the knuckles as he never had before. 
His master had a case in hand for me some short time since in 
which he did me out of £200.” The plaintiff explained, with 
reference to the case of the Hopewell, to which the defendant's 
words were understood to relate, that the result of the case had 
been that the salvors were awarded £534, after having been 
offered only about half that sum. The £534, was, however, 
awarded without costs. The plaintiff gave the defendant a 
cheque for £165 as his share of the salvage, and he professed 
himself perfectly satisfied. Costs were not awarded to the 
crew of the Hopewell in consequence of the delay of the salvors 
themselves. The plaintiff's portion of the costs was only 
£26 11s. for the whole twelve months over which the case 
extended. 

It was further shown that the defendant had recommended 
a friend not to have any business transactions with Mr. 
Clarke. P 

For the defendant it was contended that the words used by 
the defendant simply meant that he thought that if he had not 
followed Mr: Clarke’s advice, in the case to which allusion had 
been made, it would have been all the better for him. The 
defendant's expressions were never intended to imply that 
Mr. Clarke had been guilty of fraudulent, improper, or unpro- 
fessional conduct, as had been sought to be shown. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff—Damages, one 
farthing. 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
YORK. 
(Before Mr. Justice MELLOR.) 

Reg. v. John Day.—A question of some interest arose in 
this case as to the power of a judge to direct the removal of a 
prisoner from the gaol of one county at which he was awaiting 
his trial, to the gaol of another county, to be tried upon a charge 
in respect of which he had not been committed by a magis- 
trate. 

On the July last, counsel applied for a writ of habeas 
ae to bring up the body of John Day before the West 
Riding justices to be examined upon a charge of felony, The 
facts as stated by counsel and as supported by affidavit were 
these:—Some months previous two prisoners of the names of 
Lodge and Lee had been brought before the Huddersfield 
justices on a charge of shop-breaking and stealing a large 
number of gold and silver watches, &c., and upon this charge 
they had been committed to take their trial at the York As- 
sizes. A few days previous to the commission day a man of 
the name of Day had been taken ixto custody at Stockport in 
the county of Cheshire, on a charge of warehouse breaking, and 
committed ty the Stockport justices to take his trial at the en- 
suing Knutsford Sessions. Upon searching his house, a quan- 
tity of the property which had been stolen in the robbery in 
respect of which the prisoners Lodge and Lee had been com- 
mitted for trial was found, and it was also ascertained that a 
further portion of it kad been pawned by Day, and the pawn 





tickets were discovered in his possession, It was also stated 
and proved by affidavit that the prisoner ce | had, a short 
time after the robbery, been seen in company with one of the 
prisoners, and it was believed that if the three prisoners were 
tried together the case against each of them would be mate. 
rially strengthened. 

His Lordship expressed an opinion that he had no power to 
grant the writ, but determined to consider the matter and give 
his decision on the following pegs 

On the opening of the court on following morning, his 
Lordship stated that after consideration he was satisfied that he 
had no power to interfere, and that he was borne out in his 
opinion E Mr. Baron Wilde, with whom he had consulted. His 
lordship further stated that an application to bring up a prisoner 
to be examined as a witness was quite common and regular, 
and the Acts of Parliament made provision for it, but he could 
not see anything which enabled him to direct a prisoner to be 
brought from the gaol of one county where he was awaiting his 
trial, upon a charge upon which he had been committed 6 ae 
ces,to be examined in respect of a fresh charge upon which he 
might or might not be committed, His —— stated 
that the. proper course a to be to i all three pri 
soners in the indictment, procure the attendance of. such ad- 
ditional witnesses as might be necessary to prove the case as 
against Day, and then, if a true bill were found apa Day, 
he might be brought to York at the expiration of his sentence 
for the offence committed in Cheshire. 

A true bill was afterwards found t the whole of 
the prisoners, and counsel again applied for a writ of habeas 
corpus to bring up the prisoner to be tried upon the charge 
which was preferred against him. It was contended that 
the case was now brought within the jurisdiction of the Court, 
a true bill having been found. No bill had yet been preferred 
against the prisoner in Cheshire, and there was nothing to pre- 


vent him being brought to York and tried and again removed . 


to Cheshire so as to be in time to take his trial at the Knuts- 
ford Sessions upon the charge in respect of which he had been 
committed. 

His Lordship considered the application quite a novel one, 
but a true bill having been found he would grant the writ. 

On the following day the prisoner was bronght to York, 
tried, and convicted. 





WesteERn CiRcUIT. 
DORCHESTER. 

July 23.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr Justice Williams, There were only five causes entered 
for trial. 

EXETER. 

July 26.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 

by Mr. Justice Williams and Mr. Justice Keating. 





BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Ccmmissoner HoLRorp.) 


July 28.—In re Wittston.—In this case the debtor had made 
a deed of composition with his creditors, providing for payment 
of 5s. in the pound, in March last, and the balance of 15s. in 
the pound at further dates, A creditor who had been unable 
to obtain the composition due in March now applied for liberty 
to issue execution against the debtor. 

Mr. Sargood appeared in support of the application. 

In reply it was urged that there was a dispute between the 
creditors and the trustees as to the amount of the debt. 

Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp said that after the recent deci- 
sions he questioned very much whether a deed which did not 
provide for the transfer of the debtors property was a deed 
within the 192nd section of the the Bankruptoy Act, 1861, at 
all 


Mr. Sargood.—There was no transfer of property in this 
case ? 

The solicitor —No. 

The Comaussioner.—I think the better course would be for 
me to decide that I have no jurisdiction. © “" j 

_ Mr. Sargood said he would be quite satisfied with that deci- 
sion. 

The Commiss10NER.—I will look at the late decisions before 
giving any positive epinion upon this matter. 

July 29.—Mr Commissioner Hotrorp this morning stated 
that he had referred to the report of the case of Walter v. Ad- 
cock, recently decided by the Court of Exchequer, and said 
that after that judgment it would appear that a deed whereby 
the debtor merely covenanted to pay a composition, was not 
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within the of the Bankruptcy Act of 1861. In that 
wie tord Chiof Baroo Pollock sald thot « deed which left a 


debtor in undisturbed possession of his property was not within 


the act. 

Mr. said that the creditors for whom he appeared 
desired him to proceed in the county court with his action 
— the debtor. He (Mr. Sargood) was content to take his 

r’sj t that the deed was not within the Act, and 
that the tor was not bound by it. 

Mr Commissioner Hotnoyp.—I say nothing. 

Mr, Sargood.—We may go to the county court and say that 
your Honour declines to interfere ? ’ 

Mr. Commissioner Hotrorp said he thought the better 
course would be to grant a rule nisi upon the debtor to show 
cause why execution should not issue upon the judgment 
which peen obtained against him in the county court. 

Rule nist accordingly. 





CORONERS COURT. 


At a Coroner’s Court, held at the London Hospital, before 
Mr. John Humphreys, on Saturdaylast, the following scene 
oceured between the jury, which waecomposed of individuals 
of the Jewish persuasion, and Mr. D; Hyman Dyte, the’house 
surgeon to the institution, relative to the manner in which the 
latter, who is also of the Hebrew faith, took the Jewish oath. 
Some of the jury, it should be stated, had bronght a Bible 
printed in Hebrew in the year 1662. Mr. Dyte, having taken 
the oath on an English Bible with his hat off, was proceeding 
to give his evidence, when several of the jury said, “ You are 
a gentleman of the Jewish persuasion?”’ Mr. Dyte.—“ Yes.” 
A Juror.—“ And yet = take the oath with your hat not on, 
and from an English Bible bound up with the New Testament, 
although there is a Hebrew Bible here?” Several Jurors. “It 
is no oath. We don’t believe you.” The Coroner.—“ Is the 
oath you nave taken binding on your conscience?” Mr. Dyte. 
“Certainly, Sir.” The Jury.—*It is no oath. We dont want 
to hear him.” The Coroner.—* The Act of Parliament is 
clear py te that point, gentleman, that a witness is to be sworn 
in the form that is binding on his conscience. Pray go on 
with your evidence, Mr. Dyte.” Mr. Dyte resumed his OF ste 
when the jury, with great animation, called out, “We don’t 
want your evidence. We don't believe you. You are not 
sworn.” The Coroner.— The gentleman has stated that the 
oath is binding on him, and J, for my part, believe his evidence.” 
Mr. Dyte.—* Allow me to explain. I do not believe that a 
solemn oath is less sacred in its obligations because a man has 
not a hat upon his head when he it. I do not see what 
difference it makes whether the Bible is in English or in 
Hebrew, for the truth is as much the truth in one language as 
the other, nor is the Old Testament of less authority or value 
because a New Testament happens to be bound up with it. 
The oath I have taken is, I repeat, perfectly binding on me.” 
The jury then allowed his evidence tu be taken. 

At the conclusion of the proceedings the members of the jury 
declined to sign the inquisition paper personally, as they were 
not allowed to write on the Sabbath upon matters pertaining to 
business or law, though it was allowable for them to write in 
Hebrew upon other affairs—such as charity, friendship, &c. 
the difficulty was obviated by the coroner's clerk writing in 
their names with their assent. 





> 
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Patliament and Legislation. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
: Friday, July 25. 
Mercuanpise Marks Bit. 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 
Monday, July 28. 
Cuarity Commission Jurispiction Bix. 


_ Earl Granvitue moved the second reading of this bill. 
Lord ReprspaLE com of the loose and inaccurate 
thanner in which the of the bill were drawn, and 
ae ene ele require considerable alteration in com- 
ittee, 


After a few observations from the Lorp CHANCELLOR in 
defence of the bill, it was read a second time. 


Lunatics Law AmenpMENT Bit, 
This bill was read a second time. 





Jurizs BIL. 

The Commons’ reasons for disagreeing to certain amendments 
made by the Lords were considered. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE moved that the provision for exempting 
pharmaceutical chemists from serving on juries be insisted on, 
which was agreed to. 

The remaining amendments were agreed to. 

Tuesday, July 29. 
Companizs, &c., Bint. 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 


Drvorce Court B11. 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 
Thursday, July 31. 


Court or Common Pieas (Orvices FoR THE ACKNOW- 
LEDGMENT OF Deeps) Bit. 


This bill was read a second time. 
Tue Bankruptcy Act (1861) Amenpment Bit. 
This bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, July 24. 
Jurres BI. 

The House having gone into the consideration of the Lords 
amendments on this bill, 

Sir G. Grey said he did not think that either veterinary 
surgeons or pharmaceutical chemi preaeey came within the 
general principle of exemption which applied to surgeons or 
physicians, who might be called upon at any moment to attend 
a patient. Besides, the pharmaceutical chemists were bound 
to keep an assistant qualified to make up medicines. If the 
exemption in question were granted to pharmaceutical che- 
mists, ordinary chemists and druggists, who numbered over 
40,000, would be coming next year to put in theirclaims. The 
exemption of those classes would only throw an additional 
burden on other members of the community, and he should 
therefore move that the House do disagree with the Lords’ 
amendment. 

Sir H. Srracey regretted that the amendment should be 
objected to. The pharmaceutical chemists were an educated 
body. He hoped the amendment would be allowed to pass. 

Mr. Hopeson said, the pharmaceutical chemists amounted 
to only some 2,000 and odd, and it was very desirable that 
they should be exempted. 

Mr. CoL.ixs objected to their exemption on the ground that 
the burden, if taken off the pharmaceutical chemists, would be 
thrown upon other persons. 

Mr. S. H said it had always been the policy of the 
House to encourage an educated class of chemists, and he 
ho therefore, the Lords’ amendment would be agreed to. 

. NewpeEGaTE thought that the claims of the i 
surgeons were treated very lightly. They were men of high 
training, and well deserving of consideration. 

Mr. Ports supported the Lords’ amendment. 

The House then divided on the motion that the House do 
disagree with the Lords’ said amendment, and the numbers 
were :-—— 


Ayes F ‘ ° . ° R . 
Noes P ; : F ; > ae 
The anouncement of a “tie” was received with cheers and 
laughter. 
In giving the casting vote, 


The Speaker said that the House having sent this bill up 
to the House of Lords ina certain an amendment had 
been inserted by the Lords, upon which the House had just 
voted in equal numbers. He should, therefore, himself vote 
with the “ Ayes,” so as to give effect to what appeared to be 
the intentions of the House. 

The Lords’ amendment was therefore disagreed to. 


Friday, July 25. 
Court oF Common Pizas (Orrice FoR ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
or Dexps) Butt. 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 
Tur Jupomenrs (IneLanp) Law Amenpuent Butt. 
Ge se mation Se She semen ae: aera ya 
RENCH ony postponement con- 
sideration of the bill till next session, to give opportunity for 
fuller legislation. 
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After some conversation, 

An Hon, Memper called attention to the fact that there were 
not 40 members present in the house. Thereupon the bell was 
rung, and the house was duly counted, the result being that 
only 32 members were present, 


Monday, July 28. 
THe Law or Prizz. 
Sir J. Hay gave notice that at an early period next session 
he would ask leave to bring in a bill to amend and consolidate 
the laws relating to prize. 


Bankruptcy Act (1861) AMENDMENT BILL, 

On the consideration of this bill as amended, 

Mr. Rox observed that the house had voted compensation 
for offices abolished by the improvement in the law, but it 
must be understood that the offices were abolished, and that 
offices under new names having the same duties attached to 
them were not to be established under the Bankruptcy Act, 
with officers to be paid out of the bankruptcy funds, the 
country being saddled with compensation. Three houses be- 
longing to the Insolyent Debtors’ Court were to be retained for 
the purposes of the new Bankruptcy Court. Some of the 
officers were transferred and were to discharge their duties in 
these three houses. The housekeepers were to be abolished 
and to have compensation. Now he objected to their handing 
over those offices to other persons who were to receive salaries 
from the Bankruptcy Court. He did not observe in the bill 
any proviso respecting the arrears since October, 1861. 

Mr. Peet replied that those of the officers who were trans- 
ferred to employment in the Bankruptcy Court would continue 
to receive their salaries; those left in charge of houses, if 
any, would be paid as hitherto; those who were not employed 
at all would be pensioned on the basis of an average of seven 
years’ emoluments, into which class the housekeepers would 
fall on their ceasing to have charge of the houses; and the old 
officers would receive the new appointments in preference to 
those not previously employed. 

Mr. Henvey thought that words should be introduced into 
the bill to make this latter point compulsory. 


SEcuRITY OF PuRCHASERS BILL. 
Mr. Rotz, on the ground that the bill to which this was a 
supplement had been withdrawn, moved that the order for 
going into committee be discharged, which was agreed to. 


Wednesday, July 30. 
JupGmMents Law AMENDMENT (IRELAND) Bri. 

The order of the day for proceeding with this bill was with- 
drawn. 

Thursday, July 31. 
C1viL AND CRIMINAL STATISTICS. 

Mr. Ewart asked the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment what measures had been adopted for publishing the 
judicial statistics (civil and criminal) of Scotland and Ireland 
on a uniform system with those of England; and whether it 
was intended to carry into effect the recommendations of the 
International Statistics Congress of 1860. 

Sir G. Grey replied that, with regard to Ireland, measures 
had been adopted for carrying out such publication. As to 
Scotland such measures had not been prepared. And as to the 
third portion of the question, it was not intended to carry out 
the recommendations of the International Statistics Congress 
of 1860. 

Juries Bit. 


The Lords’ amendments to this bill were agreed to. 


$$ 


Recent Becisions. 


EQUITY. 


SpeciFic PERFORMANCE—SUBSEQUENT ACTS—ACQUIESCENCE 
BY TESTATOR. 


Dilwyn v. Llewellwyn, L.C., 10 W. R. 742. 


There is no branch of equity jurisprudence more clearly 
settled in all its various bearings than that part performance 
will in equity take a case out of the Statute of Frauds. The 
questions that arise, therefore, in respect to this head of juris- 
diction are what constitute a sufficient part performance, and 





what are the terms of the contract to which such part per- 
formance is referable. Payment of part of the consideration 
money is not an act of part performance so as to take a con- 
tract out of the statute: Clinan v. Cooke, 1S, & S, 40; Sea- 
good v. Miall, Prec. Ch. 560, the latter being the leading case 
on this point. And it is now the settled rule that even pay- 
ment of all the purchase-money will not be considered an act 
of part performance so as to take a parol contract out of the 
statute: Hughes v. Morris, 2 De G. M. & G. 356. But ad- 
mission into possession, if it have unequivocal reference to the 
contract, has always been considered an act of part perform- 
ance: Morphett v. Jones, 1 Swanst. 181: Bowers v. Cater, 4 
Ves. 91. A fortiori is this the rule where, as in Lester v, 
Hoxcroft, 1 Col. P. C. 108, the person seeking specific ie. 
formance has laid out money in building or improvements. The 
reason of the Courts giving relief in stch cases is interesting, 
and may, therefore, be properly stated by us, although it is so 
elementary. It is sometimes supposed to consist in this, that 
the acknowledged possession of a stranger in the land ot 
another is not explicable, except on the supposition of an agree- 
ment. But a more pertinent account appears to be this; the 
party admitted into possession ought not to be liable as a wrong 
doer, and to account for the rents and profits, because he entered in 
pursuance of anagreement, ‘Fhen, as for the purpose of defending 
himself against a charge which might otherwise be made 
against him, such evidence is admissible, so, as it is admis- 
sible for, such purpose, there is no reason whiy it shohld not be 
admissible throughout. This account also explains the reason 
why Lg ave in money is not part performance. It may be 
repaid, and then the parties will be just as they were before, 
especially if it be repaid with interest. It does not put the 
person who has parted with his money into the situation of one 
against whom an action may be brought. An act of part 
performance will extend to the whole contract, and will not be 
merely confined to that part of the premises to which such 
act relates. For instance, the extension of a house into a 
meadow will apply to the whole extent of meadow: Suther- 
land y. Briygs, 1 Hare. 26. It was contended in that case that 
justice would be sufficiently satisfied by giving the plaintiff in 
the suit so much of the meadow as the house stood upon. 
But the Vice-Chancellor, Sir James Wigram, at once refuted 
so technical and absurd a position. 

After determining the question whether there has been a 
sufficient part-performance to take a parol ement out of 
the Statute of Frauds, the next consideration is what are the 
terms of the contract to which such part-performance relates. 
The part-performance will be unavailing unless the terms of 
the contract be certain and unambiguous: Boardman vy. 
Mostyn, 6 Ves. 467, 470; Limmondson v. Tweed, Pre. Ch. 
374. ‘The Court itself, however, sometimes ascertains the 
terms of a contract as regards compensation. For interesti 
examples of this vide The Duke of Beaujort v. Patrick, 
17 Beav. 60; The Unity Joint Stock Mutual Banking Associ- 
ation v. King, 25 Beav. 77. In the present case a testator 
devised his real estate to his wife for life, remainder to his son 
L. for life, with remainder over. He and his wife afterwards 
proposed to L. that he should take possession of estate X. (part 
of such real estate) and build a house and live there, and he 
signed the following memorandum—*“ X. together with my other’ 


freehold estates, are left in my will to my wife; bat it is her 


wish, and I hereby join in presenting the same to our son L. 
for the purpose of furnishing him with a dwelling-house.” L, 
took possession of the estate, and expended during his father's 
lifetime and with his knowledge a large sum in the erection 
of a house, The Lord Chancellor held, reversing a decision of 
the Master of the Rolls, reported 10 W. R. 412, that the 
plaintiff was late owner of X., and entitled to have the 
same conveyed to him in fee. It is strange that his Honour 
had considered the agreement to be only for the life of L. 
No one, as his Lordship justly observed, when delivering 
judgment, builds a house for his own life only, The Master 
of the Rolls had thought that the quantity of the donee’s 
interest depended upon the terms of the memorandum of 
agreement. He consequently considered the interest granted 
to be for the life of the donee; probably because the word 
‘“‘heirs” was omitted therein. The Lord Chancellor, with 
more philosophic depth, was of opinion that not only the 
equity of the donee, but also the extent of interest claimable 
under it, depended on the transaction—that is, on the acts done 
—and not on the terms of the memorandum, except as that 
shows the purpose and intent of the gift, 
cur with the Lord Chancellor's view of the matter. It 
reminds us of the equitable doctrine of contribution between 
co-sureties, which is founded not on coptract but on natural 
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equity. The terms of an agreement, no doubt, evidence its 
essential nature, as, for instance, whether it be a sale, mort- 
gage, demise, or settlement, but are by no means couclusive 
as to the quantity or extent of interest taken by the donee. 
Of this we need merely instance the case of a contract for 
sale of an estate in which no words of limitation are necessary 
to incluile the fee simple. 

There is no rule of equity better settled than that the Court 
will not interfere on behalf of a mere volunteer. If the grant 
he complete, then, even though it be voluntary, the Court will 
enforce it. But if anything whatever be wanting to perfect the 
conveyance, equity will not interfere. Nor is a merely meri- 
torious consideration, such as a provision for a wife or children 
after marriage, a sufficient inducement for the Court to lend 
its aid in enforcing a voluntary agreement or covenant, or in 
giving effect toan incomplete gift. Sir Edward Sugden, now 
Lord St. Leonards, indeed, in one case held that a postnuptial 
agreement, in writing, by which a father undertook to make a 
provision for a child, ought to be specifically performed. This 
decision, however, must be now considered as distinctly 
overruled by Lord Cottenham in Jefferys v. Jefferys, Cr. 
& Ph. 130, and Dillon v. Coppin, 4 My. & Cr. 647, 
See also Holloway v. Headington, 8 Sim. 324, If, how- 
ever, 2 valuable consideration subsequently accrue, so as 
to affect the rights of the parties to the transaction, the 
ease will be different. Accordingly, upon a bill filed by any 
of the parties to a deed from whom any consideration moved, 
all the trusts will be carried into effect, even those in favour 

lunteers: port v. Bishop, 2 Y. & C. C. C. 451, 1 
Ph. 698. So also the subsequent acts of the donor may give 
the donec a ground of claim which he did not acquire from 
the original gift. Thus, if A. grants land to B., without 
making a formal conveyance, and the house is afterwards, on 
the marriage of B., included, with the knowledge of A., in the 
marriage settlement of B., A. would be bound to complete the 
title of the parties claiming under that settlement. In like 
manner if, as in the principal case, A. gives 2. possession of 
land for the purpose of B.’s building a house theron, the sub- 
sequent erection of the house constitutes B. a purchaser, so as 
to entitle him to the aid of the Court. The expenditure 
creates, as it were, a fresh contract for value between the 
ies. We cannot avoid expressing our surprise that the 
ease was not decided by the Master of the Rolls in the manner 
ithas been on appeal. No nice point of law was involved in 
it, We have, however, given it an extended notice chiefly 
hecause it is one of a very common class of cases in which a 
father makes some sort of a straggling provision for his 
children by an imperfect conveyance. It exemplifies the extent 
towhich a Court will carry out an imperfect contract, even 
where the quantity of interest contracted for can be ascertained 
only by a reference to the nature of the transaction, the cost 
contemplated, &c., and though the consideration be not con- 
temporaneous with the contract. 








REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 
OBsTRUCTION OF ANCIENT LIGHTS—ACQUIESCENCE. 
Gale v. Abbot, V.C.K., 10 W. R. 748. 
Questions regarding easements or their violation—that is, 





nuisances—generally appertain rather to matter of fact than 
of law. The law on this subject is perfectly well settled, al- | 
though the Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), by which | 
the law of easements is at present regulated, is generally sup- | 
posed to be obscure, What constitutes a violation of an ease- | 
ment—in other words, a nuisance—it is often very hard to | 
determine. We remember reading somewhere in “ Cicero de 
Uratore,” of an action having been brought for an encroach- | 
ment of an ancient light, the injury consisting in the shutting | 
out, not any light, but a part of the horizon, thereby abridging 
the beauty of the site of the plaintifi’s residence. At the pre- | 
sent day the supposed difficulty of this branch of law leads, 
we think, to the pacific settlement of most disputes concerning 
lights; for these must be of very frequent occurrence. ‘The | 
3rd section of the Prescription Act, which is as fcllows, is, we | 
think, free from all ambiguity :—‘‘ When the access and use of | 
light to and for any dwelling-house, workshop, or other build- | 
ding, shall have been actually enjoyed therewith for the full 
period of twenty years, without interruption, the right thereto 
shall be deemed absolute and indefeasible, any local usage or | 
custom to the contrary notwithstanding, unless it shall appear 
the same was enjoyed by some consent or agreement ex- 
pressly made or given for that purpose by writing.” In Knight 
¥. Thomas, 5 Cl. & Fin. 231, A. had the free access of light 


and air, through a window of his house, for nineteen years and 
330 days, and B. then raised 9 wall, which obstructed the light, 
and the obstruction was submitted to only for thirty-five days, 
when A. brought an action to remove it, It was held in that 
case that the right of action was complete; that the twenty 
years’ enjoyment was to be reckoned from its commencement 
to the time of bringing the action; and that an interruption 
of the enjoyment in whatever period of the twenty years it 
may happen cannot be deemed an interruption within the 
meaning of the Act, unless it is acquiesced in for a whole 
year. In Truscott v. The Master and Wardens of the Merchant Tai- 
lors’ Company, 11 Ex. 855, it washeld that the custom of London 
in respect of ancient lights is abrogated by the above-mentioned 
section. In the present case light and air were admitted to an under- 
ground apartment through a grated area in a small yard. The 
covering over such yard with a sky-light, containing a sli- 
ding panel, by a person not the owner of the underground 
apartment was held to be such a nuisance as will be relieved 
against in equity, The right to the reception of light and 
air in any direction is of course an easement. The owner of 
land may build to the very extremity of his own land, and no 
action can be maintained against him for disturbing his neigh- 
bour’s privacy by opening windows which overlook . the 
adjoining property: Chandler v. Thompson, 3 Camp. 82. 
But it is competent te such neighbour to obstruct the windows 
so opened by building against them on his own land at any 
time during twenty years after their construction, and thus 
prevent the acquisition of the easement: Moore v. Rawson, 
3 B. & C. 340. After determining the fact of a nuisance 
having been committed, the next inquiry is respecting the 
period of the enjoyment of the easement that has been dis- 
turbed. It was held in the present case that the period of 
seven months elapsing after a recognition of right to light and 
air is not sufficient to constitute a submission under the 4th 
section of 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71, but a person must file his bill 
within twelve months frony such recognition. 


Some doubt exists amongst the authorities, whether the 
enjoyment of the passage of light through a window for 
twenty years confers a right upon the owner of the building 
to prevent his neighbour from obstructing that particular 
window, or whether it imposes upon the neighbour’s land the 
obligation of permitting the passage of a certain quantity of 
light, the amount to be fixed by the original dimensions 
of the window, but the mode of enjoyment to be capable 
of being varied at pleasure. We think that the affirma- 
tive of this position is untenable. It would lead to great 
infringements on the rights of property, and. endless dis- 
putes. A fortiori, a person cannot obstruct his neigh- 
bour’s window, and give him of his own motion some 
other equivalent, in the shape of increased accommodation of 
a wholly different kind. Nevertheless, it was contended, 
foolishly we think, on the part of the defendant in the present 
case, that, contemporaneously with the formation of the sky- 
light he had removed an offensive office, dust-bin, and swill- 
tub, and thereby counterbalanced the obstruction of the win- 
dow. Such an equivalent reminds us of the story of Cyrus 
and the two coats, or of Dean Swift’s justification for the im- 
position of tithes on Irish Catholics—viz., that their absence 
from church was their own fault, not his, as he was at all 
times prepared to offer them what he considered an equivalent 
for their money. Another point determined in this case, was 
that where a disturbance of the enjoyment of light and air 
takes place before it is discovered, the Court will not ordinarily 
compel the undoing of it, except at the hearing; but, where 
there is knowledge of its being done, the Court will not grant 
an interlocutory application to restrain it, if not made at once. 
It has been attributed to Vice-Chancellor Wood, in Betts v. 
Clifford, 1 J. & H. 74, that he had stated that unless # 
party came first on an interlocutory application, he could have 
no relief at the hearing, But all that the Vice-Chancellor 


| couid have meant was, that a person should not allow a certain 


mischief to be made, and then, after acquiescence in what was 


| being done, come, by an interlocutory application, for the in- 


terference of the Court. The present case goes to show that 


| though the Court of Chancery will not grant relief in respect 


to a mere obstruction of the view of the horizon, yet it will 


| not suffer the passage of light to be interfered with in any 


considerable degree, and also confirms the decision in Knight v. 
Thomas (ubi sup.) as to the necessity of the period of obstruc- 
tion to last for a whole year, in order to be a bar to a claim 
wnder twenty years’ enjoyment. 
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COMMON LAW. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—Murtuav MIsTakeE. 
Wake v. Harrop and Another, Ex. C., 10 W. R. 625. 

Perhaps there is no better established rule of law than that 
parol evidence, orto speak more correctly, extrinsic evidence, can 
not in general be receivable to contradict, vary, or explain a 
written instrument; and the reason of this is obvious, because 
where solemn engagements entered into between parties have 
been reduced into writing, it would be a serious evil if, by the 
introduction of parol evidence, substituting other terms and 
stipulations, it should be open for the parties to set aside such 
engagements. At the same time, however correct the above 
may be as a general rule, courts of equity have ever since 
the time of Lord Hardwicke, granted relief upon clear proof 
of a mistake, notwithstanding that such mistake is only esta- 
blished by parol evidence; and the common law courts will 
also relieve against a mistake which is obvious on the face of 
it: Sug. Vend, 158. 

In the present case the defendant, on the face of a charter- 
party, contracted as a principal. It being admitted on the 
record that it was understood between the parties to the char- 
ter-party, at the time of making the same, that the defendants 
were only acting as agents for a third person, the Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, confirming the Court below, held that 
the defendant had a good equitable defence to an action 
brought against him on the charter-party. 

It is upon grounds somewhat similar to these that the 
courts of equity interfere in cases of written agreements, where 
there has been an innocent omission or an insertion of a 
material stipulation contrary to the intention of the parties, 
and made under a mistake of facts, because, as was said by 
Mr. Justice Story, “to allow such to prevail would be 
to work a surprise or fraud upon both parties; and 
certainly upon the one who is a sufferer: 1 Stor. Eq. 
Jur. s. 154. A defence upon equitable grounds, under the 
Common Law Procedure Act, has been decided to be, that 
which in a court of equity would be of itself an actual and 
complete answer to the case of the other side, so as to afford 
grounds for a perpetual injunction, as the statute does not say 
that the courts of common law shall give relief on equitahle 
conditions, but merely that a plea may be allowed, which dis- 
closes a defi on equitable grounds” (per Parke, B. in the 
case of the Mines Royal Society v. Macquay, 18 Jur. 1028) 

In the above case the Court of Appeal allowed the plea 
of the defendant on equitable grounds, or, as was said by Cromp- 
ton, J., “ this was a case where there had been an agreement 
that there should be no liability on the defendant's part, and it 
would be monstrous if there was no way in equity of repre- 
senting that.” Bramwell, B., in the Court below, considered 
that the plea also showed a good defence at common law, upon 
the ground that although a written agreement could not be 
varied by parol testimony, yet it was open to the defendant to 
show what in fact was the actual written contract; and inas- 
much as the charter-party in this case contained a patent am- 
biguity, it was allowable for the defendants to explain the real 
state of the case; upon the same principle as the decision in 
the case of Pym v. Campbell, 6 El. & B, 370, where it was 
said that there was a great distinction between admitting parol 
testimony to vary a written agreement, and admitting it to 
explain that which purports to be a signature, or an agree- 
ment which was not so at the time when the parties signed it. 





ACCEPTANCE OF BILL or ExcHanGe—PER PRocuRATION. 
Stagg v. Elliott, C. P., 10 W. R. 647. 


The distinction seems to have been well established from the 
cases, that so faras the rights of strangers who deal with a general 
agent without notice of any special restrictions placed on his 
powers are concerned, such agent shall be presumedto have au- 
thority for what he does, provided that it fall within the or- 
dinary limits of the employment which he undertakes, and 
even in those cases where he may in fact be violating the direc- 
tions privately given by his employer; on the other hand, the 
power of a special agent is circumscribed by the authority he 
has actually received, so that a stranger dealing with him has 
no right to consider his acts binding on the employer, if it 
should turn out that the instructions of the latter have been 
exceeded: Trueman v. Loder, 11 Ad. & El. 593, 

The nature of the authority to be inferred, and the suffi- 
ciency of the acts of the principal to raise the inference ot such 
authority, must in each particular case depend upon its own cir- 
cumstances, Where afirm or company carrying on business allow 
a clerk or manager to indorse bills in his own name on behalf 
of the firm or company, and to pass them into circulation with- 





out any notice to the public that his authority is limited, the 
public are not called upon to inquire into the extent of such 
authority, for it purports to be general ; and therefore the firm or 
company would be bound by the acts of the clerk or the manager, 
Where, however, any notice is given, such as an indorsement 
‘* per procuration”” upon the bill, the person who takes such a 
bill is bound to satisfy himself to the extent of the authority 
for such indorsement: vide Alexander v. Mackenzie, 6 C. B. 766, 
In such a case it is not enough, for that purpose to show that 
other bills similarly accepted and indorsed have been paid; 
although such evidence, if the acceptance were general by the 
agent in the name of the principal, would be evidence of g 
general authority to accept in the name of the principal. 

Similarly, in the case of Grant v. Norway, 10 C. B. 665, the 
Court of Common Pleas held that the master of a ship had no 
such general authority to sign a bill of lading for goods which 
are not put on board hiis vessel; and consequently the owners 
of such ship are not responsible to any one who accepts such a 
bill of lading signed by the master without receiving the goods 
on board, because, as was said, general usage gives notice to all 
people that the authority of the captain to issue bills of lading 
is limited to such goods as have been put on board; and every 
person who receives the bill of lading, either originally or by 
indorsement, of those goods which have never been put on 
board, is bound to show some particular authority in the mas. 
ter to sign the bill. 

In the present case, which was an action against an indorsee 
of a bill of exchange, expressed to be accepted “ per procura- 
tion,” the Court of Common Pleas laid down this rule—* that 
the way in which this bill of exchange was accepted is the 
proper way to show the fact that there was a limited a 
and, that being so, the plaintiff ought to have inquired into 
authority under which it was accepted before he discounted it’ 


— 
~~ 


Correspondence. 





CoMPROMISES UNDER THE TRUSTEE Act. 
I observe by a report of the last proceedings at the Man- 
sion House, in the case of James Macroft Osbourn, charged 
with fraudulently misappropriating trust money, I am stated 
to have appeared on behalf of the prisoner. This is an error, 
as I did not appear for him, although a gentleman from my 
office watched the case on his behalf. I should not, however, 
have addressed you upon so unimportant a mistake but for the 
circumstance that an application for a remand with a view to 
further inguiry as to the missing trust money, and a suggestion 
of “such an arrangement as was contemplated by the Act of 
Parliament,” appears by the report to have been refused, with 
‘* some little warmth,” by Mr. Alderman Gabriel, and that the 
“notion” that the clause alluded to contemplated such an 
arrangement was “ derided” by Mr. Goodman, the chief clerk. 
It so happens that within a few days this very point had been 
considered by a “ higher authority ” than the gentleman alluded 
to, and I respectfully invite their attentive perusal, and also 
that of the public, of the case of The Queen v. Eli Jame, 
tried before Mr. Baron Channell, and reported in the 
Times of the 21st instant. This case appears to be very simi- 
lar in all respects to that of Osbourn: an “ arrangement” hed 
evidently been made, and the counsel in the case, as well as 
the learned judge, appear to have taken a different view of the 
law to that entertained at the Mansion House. Mr. Baron 
Channel, is reported to have said to the jury, “ The Act referred 
to was passed in 1857, and, no doubt, a trustee who fraudu- 
lently misappropriated money was liable to a criminal prosecu- 
tion. Such, however, was a misdemeanonr, and not a felony; 
and while the Act of Parliament rendered the offence liable to 
criminal punishment, the proceedings partook, in many respects, 
of the nature of civil proceedings. Again, the Act provided that 
nothing should prejudice or affect any undertaking or security 
given by the trustee, having for its object the settlement of 
any claim against him; and this enactment gave to the pro- 
ceedings the character of a civil proceeding. In this case the 
prisoner had refunded a part under these circumstances, and n0 
evidence being offered on the part of the prosecution, it was their 
duty to acquit the prisoner.” Now, although I fully admit that 
the remand of the prisoner Osbourn was a matter entirely in the 
discretion of the magistrate, I think I may fairly suggest, after 
the case I have drawn attention to, that the application for such 
remand received a treatment it might well have been 
I think it right also to add that I know the application was 
made with the knowledge and sanction beforehand of the get 
tleman who appeared for the prosecution, and certainly quite 
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as much for the benefit of the parties entitled to the money in 
question, for some of whom (who are not prosecutors) I am 
interested, as for the prisoner. 

I trust you will consider that the importance of a correct 
view of the law as applicable to this and similar cases, as well 
as fairness to the gentleman who attended for. the prisoner, 
justify me in asking the favour of your inserting this letter in 
your next publication. W. W. Dorriexp. 

Chelmsford, July 26, 


a a eS ah 
The Provinces. 


Mancuester.—The Pacha of Egypt has presented to Mr, 
Heron, the town clerk, a very elegant snuff-box, enamelled in 
gold. The lid of the box is enriched with the cypher of’ his 
Highness in diamonds, A letter to-the town clerk, from the 
Pacha’s secretary, reiterates in strong terms the gratification 
experienced by his Highness during his recent visit to this city, 
and his gratitude for the sympathy expressed towards himself 
and his people. 


iain 
—~> 


Erelanv, 
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_ A case of importance to railway companies was recently de- 
cided, on appeal from the Quarter Sessions, at the Kildare As- 
sizes, judgment having been postponed. The following are 
the facts :—Some crates of glass were sent from Dublin to the 

laintiff, Mr. C. Russell, by the Great Southern and Western 

tailway, and they were found to be damaged when they ar- 
rived at Parsonstown. They were carried at the owner's risk, 
he having refused to pay 20 per cent. additional on the 
carriage, which the company require when they carry 
at their own risk. Chief Justice Monahan said the case was 
perfectly new, and undecided by any authority. “The law is 
that, though there be a special contract, clear as language can 
make it, that the goods are to be sent entirely at the owner’s risk, 
still that is not a valid contract unless the judge that tries the 
case shall be of opinion that it was a reasonable contract.” He 
was Clearly of opinion that it was not reasonable. The onus, 
he said, lay upon the company to show that the injury had not 
been occasioned by any fault of theirs, and they had failed to 
do so, The decree against them was therefore affirmed. 
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Review. 








The Oath and the Accused. Or the right of every Man to 
give evidence in Courts of Justice. By Joun HENSMAN 
Attorney-at-law. London: Butterworths. 1862. 

The author of this interesting pamphlet views its subject 
matter in a two-fold aspect—as regards the competency of 
witnesses on religious and on civil grounds. He first dis- 
cusses the question whether any religious belief ought to be 
& necessary qualification for a witness. He answers this 
in the riegative—an opinion in which we entirely concur. We 
should be sorry to see the actual relation which political 
society owes to the Divine Author of our being forgotten; 
nevertheless, we do think that the exclusion of a witness who 
avows himself to be an atheist is a needless and inapt appli- 
cation of theological doctrine. Surely the interest of a party, 
in the result of a legal proceeding is the only matter that 
can affect his credibility. An atheistical witness cannot, by 
reason of his infidelity, be inclined to testify falsely in favour 
of one party rather than of another, or, consequently, to 
testify falsely at all. If such a person is plaintiff in a cause, 
he may have a direct interest in telling a falsehood, or rather 
committing a blasphemy in limine, and in so weakening his 

eral regard for credibility. For though we do not deny 
that there have been actual, and not merely professing, 
atheists both in ancient and modern times, nevertheless we 
think that such tendencies indicate rather intellectual than 
moral defects, and may really exist in a mind not tainted 
with any incurable depravity—nay, in one which would have 

a strong natoral love of truth, The discouragement of per- 

jury is to be sought for in the punishments attached thereto, 

and not in the belief of 2 future state. This, as we know, 


does not prevent perjuries, just for the same reason that it does 
not prevent the ing of unjust claims, or that faith does 





not always produce works. “Take even atheism itself,” says 
Jeremy Bentham, “ however erroneous or dangerous, it furni 
no reason to suspect dishonesty. Why? because the avowal 
of an opinion so strange is at least a proof of sincerity.”* 

The second part of this cxcellent pamphlet discusses a 
question that has latterly attracted a very great degree of 
attention—viz., the expediency of admitting the evidence of 
the accused. “We take precautions,” the author observes 
‘against, discovering the truth; and in some respects we 
treat the accused and untried as guilty.” t 

He then proceeds :— 

“ The first of these errors probably arises from misplaced 


humanity. But our rules ure inconsistent one with the other. 
First, we take the statements of the accused made before his 


. examination, and receive them asevidence. Next, when on his 


examination before commitment, we tell him you are not 
obliged to say anything, but what you do say will be taken 
down in writing, and may be given in evidence against you on 
your trial. And lastly, when on his trial, we forbid him to 
speak. For his mere assertions on the trial go for nothing, 
while the evidence against him is given on oath, and his own 
defence, or the speech of his counsel, carries no weight as 
testimony. Now it appears that justice requires that the ac- 
cused should say what he pleases, whether it tell for or — 
him, for why should his lips be closed? If guilty, why d 
he be cautioned against speaking before the magistrate? If 
innocent, why should“ he not be allowed to state the truth 
in evidence on his own behalf on his trial? As Bentham 
contends—‘the technical procedure rejects evidence in the 
truest form, and admits indirect hearsay, and is favourable to 
guilt and prejudicial to innocence.’ The attorney for the 
accused invariably advises his client before trial to say nothing. 
And why? Because very often the guilty man convicts him- 
self, This may be sound advice coming from the legal de- 
fender. But is it right from the lips of the magistrate, especi- 
ally when the hearsay evidence of the policeman is received 
against the prisoner? Often before the caution is given, the 
accused contesses or makes statements inconsistent with his 
innocence. Cases often occur where the evidence would other- 
wise have been insufficient. It may be assumed, that the 
examination of, or evidence given by, a guilty man on his 
trial, would generally tell against himself. In some few doubt- 
ful cases he might perhaps, by hard swearing, pervert the 
minds of the jury. But the conciousness of guilt, with the 
ordeal of cross-examination, would more than neutralize any 
false evidence coming from the prisoner. It may also be as- 
sumed, that to allow. prisoners the option to be examined or 
not (which is all the law could in fact do) would tell against 
the guilty; as, if they declined examination, the minds of the 
jury would be prejudiced. Examination, on the whole, would 
be bad for the guilty. But why should this exemption be 
continued out of ill-judged humanity? Every accused map 
is innocent in law until convicted. Now the law here favours 
the guilty at the expense of the innocent. No question is to 
be asked the accused on his trial. He may indeed say what 
he likes. But it all goes for nothing with the Court and jury, 
because it is not legal evidence. Why, then, should a court of 
justice depart from the true, natural and ordinary mode of 
discovering truth.” 

We insert this passage, as it expresses very well one of the 
leading arguments in favour of the proposed change in the law 
of evidence. We do not think, however, that there is much 
weight in the opinion here advanced. The whole matter ap- 
pears to us to be riza ds lane caprina. For the advocate of 
the accused can state to the jury any theory or hypothesis he 
considers expedient, in respect to any testimony given against 
his client. PThis state of the law is, we think, eminently 
favourable to the prisoner. For, if the suggestions of his 
counsel ‘are absurd or inefficacious, they pass for nought, as 
the mere extemporaneous effusion of his own brain, 
if they can at all meet the evidence, the accused is entitled to 
the fall benefit of the doubt thus raised. He is thus fighting 
under the patronage of an Ajax, and enjoys not only his shield 
but his fertile quiver, his powers of defence and upon 
the hostile batteries. But suppose the accused could not state, 
or would be expected to state, the favourable features of his 
case, only upon oath, he would be unable thus to avail Mia- 
self of any hypothesis, that would not be very probable, as he 
would otherwise lay himself open to a fresh charge of perjury. 
But that which at first appears improbable may really, in a 





* Bentham on Judicial Evidence. Book 7,¢, 13 p. 251. Translated by 
Dumont. Edition, 1825. 
t Page 18. 
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compligated state of facts, gain credit, and result to the ad- 
vantage of the accused. ‘This is a tentative sort of defence, 
which the proposed change in the Jaw would altogether remove. 
We do not consider, therefore, that the present system of evi- 
dence is, as to the matter in question, a “ precaution against 
discovering the truth.” The next paragraph states the argu- 
ment we have been considering in a very ingenious manner. 
it rons thus:— 

“Tn case of an accusation against a child, clerk, or servant, 
would the father or master caution the accused against speak- 
ing? Instead of discouraging he would question him; no man 
vut of Bedlam would do otherwise. Not so our law. The 
prosecutor and witnesses depose’ on oath. The accused, not 
he convicted, has his month closed. Why should not his evi- 
dence be received on the saine footing as that of the accuser? 
True, that he is on his trial for life, liberty, or character; and 
his evidence ought to be well weighed; but the very fact of the 
interests at stake ought to be an overwhelming reason for 
giving to him every reasonable means of defence. We arm 
the prosecutor witli 1 weapon and tie the hands of the accused. 
This is as unjust as the old rule, which would not allow the 
prisoner’s witnesses to be sworn or his counsel to address the 
jury. It is all very well to say that the guilt of the accused 
shall be proved without drawing a confession from him. But 
what consolation is this to the innocent? Admitting that by 
far the greater number of prisoners are guilty, and would be 
prejudiced by being examined, are the innocent to be deprived 
of their just and natural rights of defence in order that the 
guilty may have a better chance of escape? As Bentham 
dryly and acutely observes—‘ if the danger of subjecting the 
accused to punishment in consequence of his answers to ques- 
tions put to him directly is the reason for which they are to 
be prohibited, it seems to be an equally good reascn for not ad- 
mitting any other evidence against him.” “ The case would 
be very different if accused persons had a natural inclination 
to subject themselves to punishment even when they are inno- 
cent.” “If all the criminals of every class had assembled, and 
framed a system after their own wishes,-is not this rule the 
very first they would have established for their security? ” 
“ Innocence claitns the right of speaking as guilt invokes the 
privilege of silence.” * , 

To these positions of the author our previous comments 
equally apply. We take issue with him upon the fact of the 
uecused being forced to keep silence, His counsel speaks for 
him, and we do not think that his own statement would have 
greater weight or much additional weight by reason of its 
being given upon oath. The author very justly observes that 
many criminal cases are really trials of civil rights, and infers 
that, as the evidence of both parties is admissible in the latter 
class of cases, so also it should be accepted in the former. 
We aré not disposed to think that much good has resulted 
from the admission of the evidence of the parties in civil ac- 
tions. For no one is dishonest enough to bring an unjust 
claim, without being impious enough to take a falseoath. ‘The 
objections, however, to the admissibility of a prisoner’s evidence 
rest on peculiar grounds—viz., the confusion it would make, and 
the temptation it would hold out to the accused to repel a 
charge in itself perhaps false by means of explanations equally 
false. 

This pamphlet is one of the most sensible we have for 
a long time read, and regret that the space at our disposal does 
not admit of our giving longer extracts. We strongly recom- 
mend it to the perusal of those who take an interest in the re- 
form of our legal procedure. 


Societies and institutions. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The Annual General Meeting of the members of this society 
took place on Thursday. July 24th, at their Hall, in Chancery- 
jane, London. ‘The chair was taken by Joseph Maynard, Esq., 
the president. ‘The minutes of the last general and special 
incetings having been read, the president stated the vacancies 
in the council, and the following gentlemen were elected :— 
Mr. William Sharpe, President; Mr. James Leman, Vice- 
president; and Mr. William Strickland Cookson, Mr. William 
Ford (Gray’s-inn), Mr. Charles Kaye Freshfield, Mr. Frederick 
Halsey Janson, Mr. Edward Lawrance, Mr Frederick Ouvry, 
Mr. Edward Leigh Pemberton, Mr. William Sharpe, Mr. Wil- 


* Bentham, bk, vii., chapter 11, pp. 240, 241. 
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the council. ‘The following auditors of the accounts of the 
Society were also elected:—Mr. William Henry Domville, Mr. 
Frederick Maples, and Mr. George Lee Patteson. 

The annual report of the council was then read, comprising, 

1, Alterations in the law and practice. 

sills in Parliament. 

. Concentration of the courts and offices. 

. Chancery funds commission. 

. The preliminary, intermediate, and final examinations. 
. Usages of the profession. 

. Malpractice cases. 

. Encroachments on the profession by unqualified persons. 

9. New Rules and Orders, 

“10. Affairs of the society, including the library and lectures. 

During the past year 106 new members had been elected, 
and after deducting deaths and retirements, the present number 
was, of town members, 1,407, of country, 462, making in all 
1,869, 

The report of the council was approved and ordered to be 
entered on the minutes. 

A resolution was passed, thanking the president, vice-presi- 
dent, and council for the admirable manner in which the wishes of 
the society had been carried out in the arrangements relating to 
the late conversazione, which had been attended by upwards of 
6,000 of the members and their friends, and for the great taste 
displayed in the selection of the various works of literature 
and art exhibited in the Society's rooms. 

A resolution was also unanimously passed, expressing the 
deep sense of the Joss which the society and the profession had 
sustained by the lamented death of their late secretary, Robert 
Maugham, Esq.,whose long services had gained for him the 
confidence and esteem of all those who were ever brought into 
personal intercourse with him. 

The thanks of the meeting were then presented to the presi- 
dent, vice-president, and council. 


SIA oe wh 


THE LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

The Society for Promoting the Amendment of the Law have 
issued their nineteenth annual report, being for the session 
1861-62, from which we take the following extracts :— 

CHARITABLE TRUsTS. 


The report of the committee appointed, in February, 1860, 
to consider the subject of charitable trusts, was printed and laid 
before the members. The proceedings of the present session 
commenced with a discussion upon that report. The discussion 
was adjourned and resumed later in the session, upon which 
occasion a paper was read by Mr. Arnold White on the same 
subject. The report proposed to place rea] estate, with 
reference'to the power of devise for charitable purposes, in the 
same position as personal estate; but to require all land, except 
such as may be actually necessary for the sites of charitable 
institutions, to be sold within a limited period, by which 
means the increase of the quantity of land brought into mort- 
main, beyond what is desirable and necessary, would be 
effectively prevented. It proposed, also, a periodical revision 
of all charitable trusts by a Committee of the Privy Council 
for the time being, with powers of varying the objects*of the 
endowment, to the extent of introducing such a new application 
as should, in their judgment, be likely to produce the greatest 
amount of general good. But the difference of opinion, re. 
specting some of the changes proposed, was so great that it 
was not deemed advisable to adopt the report without further 
consideration. 

The laws regulating and controlling perpetual endowments of 
property, for public and charitable purposes, were also a subject 
of discussion, in the section of jurisprudence, at the recent meet- 
ing of the Social Science Association at the Guildhall. It seems 
clear that the law, in its present state, fails in almost every 
purpose for which Jaws on such a subject can be supposed to 
have been constituted. If the intention be to prevent land 
from being settled to perpetual uses, and taus taken out of 
commerce, it has but a very partial operation, as land, it is 
believed, is frequently dedicated to permanent trusts, havin, 
all the effects of mortmain, and it has been asserted, wi 
some confidence, that the quantity of land in England so held 
is annually increasing. if the law be intended to protect 
weak or imbecile persons in their last moments, it may be ob- 
served that the protection is extended only to the compara- 
tively small number of persons who die possessed of property 
savouring of realty, disregarding all possessors of personal 
property, who form the vast majority of the people. 
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If, on grounds of policy, restrictions ought to be imposed on 
gifts to charities, defining, the length of time which should 
elapse between the gift and the death of the testator, or re- 
quiring special forms to be drawn, or definiug the proportion 
which should descend to his relations, such restrictions should, 
in reason, apply to all property alike, providing simply for the 
conversion of real into personal estate; and some authority in 
the State should be constitutionally invested with the power of 
revising the application of all charities, and directing them to 
peers which economic science. has proved to be really bene- 
ficial. 
Law or Patents, 

The council have learned with much satisfaction that a 
royal commission to inquire into the law of patents will im- 
mediately issue, and to the labours of that commission they 
look forward with great hope for a satisfactory solution of 
those difficulties in which this department of the law is in- 
valved. The committee appointed by the society to consider 
the subject held several meetings, which were presided over by 
Lord Stanley. Some members of the committee questioned 
the policy of the present law, being of opinion that no ex- 
clusive proprietary rights should be conferred upon inventors 
by the State. Similar views aré entertained and have been 
expressed, not only in this country but also in France, where 
more patents are taken out annually, and at less cost, than in 
this kingdom. The modifications in the French law of 
patents, which were recently proposed for the consideration of 
the Legislative body, show that in both countries there is the 
same discontent, the same perplexity as to the remedy, and the 
same determination to obtain some early reform. Other 
members of the committee regarded the subject as one of ex- 
pediency, approving of the principle adopted in the statute of 
monopolies, which makes the public good the primary considera- 
tion for ‘the royal grant of a monopoly in the use of inventions. 
However, all were convinced of the many evils of the present 
system, and directed their attention to the several schemes 
which have been proposed whereby they may be obviated. On 
learning that the House of Commons was about to present a 
petition for a royal commission to investigate the whole sub- 
jeet, the committee resolved to suspend its labours for the pre- 
sent, and to await the result of that inqniry. 


TRANSFER OF LAND. 

The Society is much indebted to Mr. Edward Webster and 
Mr. J. me Higgins, for able and interesting papers on the 
Bills relating to the Title to and Transfer of Real Estates, 
which were introduced this session in the House of Lords; and 
the short but valuable observations of Mr. Daniel, Q.C., the 
chairman of the meeting at which these papers were read, are 
entitled to the serious consideration of those who wish to effect 
great reforms by simple, gradual, and inexpensive processes, 

‘With regard to the Bill of the Lord Chancellor, “ to facili- 
tate the proof of Title to, and the conveyance of Real Estates,” 
the council regret that they cannot consider it as a satisfactory 
solution of the-difficult problem which has of late years er— 
gaged so much of our attention. As a compromise, this 
measure combines the objections of several conflicting schemes, 
without: possessing the countervailing advantages of any one 
of them. Though merely an experimental measure, it ensures 
the creation of a cumbrous and expensive machinery, and is so 
framed as to admit of great patronage; while practical men 
confidently declare that, as regards the registration of at least 
nine-tenths of the land of England, it will prove a dead letter. 
As a measure of law reform, it contains internal evidence that 
there has not been bestowed upon its preparation that patient 
care,that speeial knowledge, and that practical skill, which so 
important a change in the most complicated part of our law 
imperatively needed. 

The Council feel much disappointed in having to record 
their opinion that this measure will, so far as it is adopted, in- 
treduce still greater confusion into the conveyancing system of 
this country, and that it will tend to delay the simplification 
of titles, and the easy and inexpensive transfer of land 

PartNersuHipe LAw AMENDMENT BIL. 

.Amost important alteration in the Law of Partnership is 
proposed to be introduced by the Partnership Law Amend- 
ment Bill, which was read a second time on the 20th of June, 
and referred to committee. The object of the bill is to limit 
and define the liabilities of partners, and is of the greatest 
importance, not only to those engaged in commercial pursuits, 
but equally important to private individuals who may be 
desirous of lending money for the use and purposes of a trading 
concern. It proposes to exten@ in some degree to private 





partnerships the principle and provisions of 
Liability Acts, and exempts from risks persons who are in fact 

dormant partners, and to which their receipts of a share of 
the profits would have otherwise made them subject. The 
third section contains the pith of the whole bill, and provides 
that “ it shall be lawful for any person, subject to the provisions 
of this Act, to lend money to any person engaged, or about to 

engage, in any trading concern, upon the terms of receiving, in 
lieu of a fixed rate of interest or remuneration for the same, or 
in addition thereto; a share of profits, without by 
reason thereof a general partner with such person; but, upon 

such loan being made, the person making the same shall become 

and be a limited partner with the person to whom the same is 
made; from which it appears that the principle feature in the 
bill is the limitation of the personal liability of lenders of 
money to a trading concern to the amount of the sum invested, 
an arrangment analogous to the continental partnership en 
commandite. It is also provided that the names of all the 
partners to a firm, the nature of the business, the sum of 
money lent by each limited partner, as well as the place of 
business, are to be entered in a register. In default of regis- 
tration, the firm shall be amenable to the law of general part- 
nership. Upon dissolution of a limited partnership by lapse of 
time or otherwise, the money lent by any limited partner shall 
become an ordinary debt. The general partner and 

only of a limited partnership shall be liable to be made bank- 
rupt in respect of the dealings of such partnership; but no 
limited partner shall bave any claim on the estate of such 
bankrupt, in respect of his being a limited partner, until all 
the other creditors, whose debts were contracted during the 
existence of the limited partnership, shall havé been fully 
satisfied. A bill which proposes so many important changes 
is entitled to very serious consideration, and will no doubt be 
to some extent modified before receiving the sanction of Parlia- 
ment. 

A great portion ot this bill is in perfect harmony with the 
views expressed by a deputation from this society to the Board 
of Trade in 1855. That deputation, while approving of the 
principle that lenders should be empowered to advance money 
for a trading concern, on condition of receiving a portion of 
the profits, in the way of interest, without incurring the lia- 
bilities and risks of partnership, urged many objections against 
compulsory registration. They maintained “ that it would tend 
to establish a system of artificial credit, by allowing a delusive 
array of the names of lenders, and of the = supposed to 
be advanced in the register, while it would a no real gua- 
rantee of the solvency of the borrower, and thus be powerless 
in reality for its professed purpose.” 


MartTraAL-Courts. 


A celebrated trial has brought into conspicous prominence 
this session the manner in which the law is administered and 
inquiries conducted in the military-courts. It would appear 
that the procedure is so indefinite and unsettled as to admit great 
irregularities, The rules of evidence which obtain in the civil 
tribunals of the country, and are reverenced as the accumulated 
results of the profound thought and great experience of most 
eminent jurists, are not always observed in courts-martial with 
that strictness and fidelity which they deserve. It has been 
proposed to confer upon military judges the valuable assistance 
of experienced lawyers, who might sit as assessors to conduct 
the inquiry in accordance with the practice prevailing in the 
courts of common law. The procedure would then be sim- 
plified and made regular, while departures from the points at 
issue would be effectually checked. Having concluded the in- 
quiry, it might be left to a court of officers to decide whether 
the charge had been proven, and what punishment ought to be 
inflicted. It is hoped that a subject so important, and in which 
the public have taken so much interest, will receive careful 
consideration on the part of this society next session. 


—_——_—_—_~+_--- 
@bituarp. 


ROBERT MAUGHAM, EsQ. 
Probably no man was in his profession more active in doing 
good, and less conspicuous in doing it, than the late Secre- 
tary of the Incorporated Law Society, 
Those who have been from his first entry into this 
best acquainted. with him will, we are sure, most heartily 
agree with us in this estimate of his » Most 
join in lamenting his death. Such men there are in all 
of life; the good they have done yet lives in the 
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recollection of those who have felt and benefitted by it, while 
it leaves few of those tangible records by which we may note 
its active effect upon the lives of those who never moved in the 
same sphere with them. By all those, however, who have ever 
come into contact with Mr. Maugham, who have been 
associated with him in his constant efforts to assist in ad- 
vancing the general interests of his profession, or who have 
resorted to him for advice and help in personal doubts and, 
difficulties, we feel sure that the few records of his past life 
which we have been able to collect will be read with sincere, 
if not with affectionate interest. 

After having served his articles with the late Mr. Barrow, of 
Threadneedle-street, Mr. Maugham was, in the year 1817, 
admitted to practise as an attorney, nor was it till more than 
forty years after that date that the increasing duties of his office 
as secretary to the Incorporated Law Society compelled him to 
relinquish the active exercise of his profession. 

It was to him, indeed, in conjunction with the late Mr. 
Holmes, and a few other still living members of the same 
profession, that this society owes its origin. And we can safely 
appeal to its members to say, whether he did not, from his 


first appointment as its secretary in the year 1825, direct all his - 


energies, often no doubt at the sacrifice of his personal emolu- 
ment, to establish the society on such a basis as would ensure its 
future prosperity; and with that, contribate most materiaily 
to raise the tone and improve the status of that profession of 
which it has in our days become the acknowledged organ and 
representative. Such indeed was the opinion formed by the 
society of the value of Mr. Maugham’s services, and such the 
esteem in which he was held by its members, that in the year 
1856 they raised a subscription for the purpose of presenting 
him with something which should be at once a memorial of the 
feelings they entertained, and a substantial acknowledgement 
of his unremitting attention to the duties of his office. On that 
occasion a sum of more than £600 was collected, part of which 
sum was appropriated in the purchase of a valuable piece of 
plate, which was presented to Mr. Maugham by the council of 
the society on the 12th of June, 1856, and the remainder 
otherwise applied, in accordance with his wishes, in a 
permanent provision for his benefit. 

Nor was it only in the active practice of his duties as an 
attorney that Mr. Maugham’s intelligence and industry were 
displayed. In the year 1830 he established the Legal 
Observer, of which he continued to be for many years the 
proprietor and sole editor, so lately indeed as the year 1856, at 
which time that publication was merged in this journal. We 
have also had several treatises from his hand, touching as well 
the principles of some parts of our law as its practice, 
Among the former were his earliest work, “ A Treatise on the 
Usury Laws” published in 1824, and “A Treatise on the 
Law of Li Property,” in 1828, both of them remarkable 
for the clearness with which the author’s conclusions are stated 
and the reasonableness of the opinions which he advances in 
support of them. Of the latter we may mention his work on 
the “ Law of Attorneys, Solicitors, and Agents,” published in 
1853. His labours, too, in procuring the Attorneys Avts of 
1843 and 1860 are as well known to, as @ i by 
every member of the profession. Such were, as far as we have 
been able to trace them, the more important labours of his — 
life. To the society which he has so long and ow res A 7 
and the profession, of whose interests he was ever min 
whose character in his own person he so honourably maintained, 
his death cannot but be a lasting subject of regret. Those 
who may have been opposed to him, no less than those with 
whom he has been connected in business, will long remember 
the courtesy that has smoothed the path of professional duty, 
and the practical assistance so constantly at the service of all, 
and more especially perhaps sought by, and given to, tle 
younger members of his profession. To many of the latter, 
doubtless, these lines will recall a _—~ solved, a word - 
two of encouragement given, at 1 time when experience an 
kindly feeling were of the utmost value. In him, the very laze 
class of law students have lost one who was always ready to 
aid them to success, and who never failed to sympathise with, 
if he could not.avert, a failure. In their hands we leave his 
memory, with no fear that our remarks will be charged 
with partiality or exaggeration. The last honours which could 
be shown to it, abundantly prove how general and how 
sincere were the respect and esteem of all that knew him. We 
have now before us a resolution of the of the society, 
th, containing i 


gf 





lamented friend, during the long period of upwards of 35 years, 
and they are that his indefatigable industry, his 
conscientious and well directed zeal, his good senso and sound 
judgment, and his uniform courtesy and kindness of heart, 
have materially contributed to the welfare and success of the 
society, as well as to the best interests of the profession.” Nor 
are the terms of the resolution which was passed at the general 
meeting of the society on the 27th of July less warm as an 
expression of the feeling of the members of the society in 
general. They state their desire to show their deep sense of the 
great loss which the society and the whole profession have 
experienced by the death of their late highly respected and 
excellent secretary, and their full concurrence with the 
council in the recognition of the value of his services, while 
they appeal to all members of the profession who were ever 
brought into personal contact with him to attest theconfidence 
and esteem in which he was held, 

Mr. Maugham died on the 16th of July, 1862, and was 
buried on the 22nd of the same month, at the Nunhead. 
Cemetery; and on that day, as a last mark of honour.to his 
name the hall and library of the society were closed. 


= 
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BRITISH TRADE MARKS IN FRANCE. 


The following letter has in @ morning journal :— 

In January last you had the kindness to insert in your paper, 
for the benefit of tie commercial community, a few 
I took the liberty to address to you concerning the regulations 
that are to be observed, according to French legislation, soas 
to ensure in France the rights of property in trade marks and 
in designs of every description. 

I then had the honour to state that the proxies or of 
British manufacturers wishing to deposit in France trade 
marks, designs or models, were to be bearers of a procuration 
drawn up either on private seal or before a public > 
document they would have to produce either at the fe du 
Tribunal de Commerce or at one of the secretariats of the Coun- 
cils of Prud’ hommes at Paris. 

Actually there is reason to believe that a procuration on 
private seal being sooner and less costly done, interested par- 
ties will doubtless generally adopt that form. But there is 
Se agg ote a in the ne 

. i to customs a eo entirely 
different from the French, may not always be distinctly 
accepted in France, and that therefrom, contrary to the inteu- 
tions of the French Government, would ensue delays and ex- 


Consequently, and with the view to prevent the difficulties 
that might occur, it has been thought usesul to adopt and to 
make known to British manufacturers, a certain form, which 
is not imposed, but only communicated to them as information 
or their own interest. It would be desirable that such form 
should be observed, and also that the French should 
be used, in order to avoid the expenses of Le tps 

I have a care to address copies of the form in question to the 
everal chambers of commerce in the United Kingdom and I 
hereby beg to inform you that all applications to the Consulate- 
General in this matter will bei iately attended to. 

If it is not too much intr on courteonsness, I 
would feel obliged to you, Sir, to give publicity in your columns 


to the above 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your very obedient servant, 


Fievry, 
The Consul-General of Franee. 





London, July 28, 
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Pudlic Companies. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For THE Formation or New Lives or Ralt wat 1X 
ENGLAND anp Watzs, 
peg cee have been read a third time and passed 
in the House of Lords:— 
Donset CENTRAL. f 
Merturr, TREDEGAR, AND ABRRGAVENNY. 
Nort axp Sours Lonpon Junction. 
Oswestry ELLESMERE, aND WHITCHURCH. 
Somerset CENTRAL, 
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Gniversity Entelligence. 


LONDON. 


The following are lists of candidates who have recently 
passed the several examinations indicated :— 
Docror or Laws. 
Lyel, David (gold medal), University of St. Andrew's. 
CONVEYANCING. 
Willis, William, Huddersfield. | Bompas, Henry Mason, Uni- 
versity. 
Law or tHE Courts or Equirr. 
Willis, William, Huddersfield. | Bompas, Henry Mason, Uni- 
versity. 
wea Law or tHe Courts or Common Law. 


Willis, William, Huddersfield. | Starling, Matthew Henry, 
Kidd, Goon Balderson, pri- King’s. 
vate tui Weldon, William Henry, 
Bompas, al Mason, Univ. | King’s. 
Romax Law. 


Bompas, Henry Mason, Uni- 
versit; 


Kidd, George Balderston, pri- 
y. tuition. 


vate 
Willis, William, Huddersfield. 
——_——————~ 





Last year there were 8,483 offences against the game laws 
brought before the magistrates, being an increase of 27°5 per 
cent. on the preceding year, and pty ange ~~ ear et 

warmers, lita dan years, Of the offences 
committed last year 7,629 were for trespassing in the daytime 
i it of t poaching and destroying 


Fe 


Rondon Gazettes. 


Drotessional Partnersdip Disselvev. 


Turspay, scat er oe 1963. 
Ludlow, Salop, 
ag rey ph mr te g (G. & R. Sutera. “ha 
Gindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Friwar, July 25, 1862, 
Untimrrep in. Cuancear. 


ees Se See See Vnonanatae West on 
Aug 2 at 12, to make a call of 65 per share each con 
State Fire Insurance y.—V: lor Wood purposes, on Aug 
5 at 3, to make a call of £1 share on all those contributories of the 
said com; ee oe settled in Class A 
Tretoil Mining open pe » View Chancellor Wood will, on 
July 28 at 3, my ng ef Yes. ber chase on the saver 
persons who have been settled on the ist of 
ToxspaY, July 29, 1862. 
Ustimrrep 1x Cuancenrr. 
nae Wood on Ang 8 owe .—Creditors to meet before Vice-Chan- 


ta creditor’s representative. 
University Assurance Society.—Vice-Chan- 
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neellor Wood purposes, on Aug 
ot this company settled in Class 


Company.—The Master of the Rolls purposes, on 


tat th — @ call. on contributories of this company for 5s, 


Crevivers under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiwar, July 25, 1862. 
» Halliwell-rd, Little Bolton, Laren, Agent. Oct 1 


A, Bl eee Sex cone ee 
. Colchester. : 2 
ee Je-Soken, Essex, Clerk. Sept 1. 
Colchester. 
Cory, formerly 4¢ Commercial-ré, Lambeth, but late of 15 Ches- 


ris: 
iis 


. 


4 





ter-ter, Regent’s-park, Esq. Aug 22. Sol Deacon, | Paul Bakehouse- 
Doctors’-comm: 
nee Limpley Stoke, Wilts. Aug3l. Sol Pa ep -_ 
St George's-sq, Claines, Worcester, Gent. Sept 29. 


Hollingworth, William, F tp heme Lincolnshire, Joiner and 
Cabinet Maker. Ovt3!. Sol Veal, Victoria-st West, Great 


Johnson, Arnold, Prete Lancashire, Land Agent. Oct 1. Sol Taylor 
& Son, Bolton-le-Moors, La 
Oldfield, Jane, Dunham Miasey, Ch Cheshire, Spinster. Sept 17. Sols Ker- 


shaw & Bullock, Lag 
by a Henzey, 22 Ore -. ape gardens, Middlesex, Esq. 


Sept 29. Sol Pidcock. 
Weston-lane, Bath,  Somersetahire, Spinster. 
“eas sete Falke Falkner & Falkner, 6 & 7 Miles’-bidgs, Bath 

Wadeson, Charlotte th, Acton, Middlesex, Widow. “ang 30, Sol 
Jackson, 25 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Tvespar, July 29, 1862. 

Arnold, James, Higham — meg > Seeing Retail Beer- 
house Keeper. Sept 2. Sol Greene, Ampthil 

Barnwell, ay City A atonmig me 4 pe Manufacturer. Sept 8. 
Sol Browett, 23 Bayley-lane, try. 

Bowden, Joan, formerly of 
knowle, St. Budeax, and late 
Sols Bone & Son, Devonport. 

Chi John, Lathbury, near Cotherstone 

coman, Aug!. Sols Dodds & Trotter, Stockton. 

Edmunds, William by Shaw) Burwell, 


by. 
by “Joshua, Chickenles- ;~hea’ Ossett-st-side, Yorkshire, Maltster. 
‘ov 


Fa Ragga ming 
a ray aig Cooper. July 31. Sols Dodds & 
Isham, Rev. Charles Euseby, Polebrook, Northamptonshire, Clerk. Sept 

Sol Wilson, Oundle. 
Lovett, John, 06 ith Holborn Middlesex, Cheesemonger. Sept 29. Sols 
vane, ia, Oerion, Nottinghamshire, Widow. Sept 20. Sols Hodg- 


kinson & Pratt, Newark- 
Parker, James, formerly Caen, hy of Great Ry mend House, 
Sols Bircham & Drake, 46 Par- 


Essex, Solicitor. Oct 31. 
liamen 


t-st. 
Paternoster, George William, 21 Surrey-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surgeon. # 
24, Sol Broughton, 48 Finsbury-sq 
Rycroft, Brougham, Oxford-st, Manchester, Perfumer. Sept 1. 
Farrar, Manchester. 
. famees, SS Forest Gate, Essex, Surgeon. Sept 1. Sols Dodds & 


Trotter, 

Tayler, Samuel, formerly of Little Bowden, Northamptonshire, afterwards 
of Priors, Warwickshire, subsequently of Market Har- 
Bots Mlminy Teper ts haan late of West Ham, Sussex, Gent. Oct 25. 
Sols Tayler, & mye 9 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Tickell, lore, Beaulieu lodge, Weston, near Buth, Somersetshire, 

Trowp, nig ag yy te Paddington, Esq. Oct 1. Sol 

in ‘e| 
Remnant, 52 L'ncoln’s- inn-fields, 

West, Charles Turner, ee Surgeon. Sept 26. Sol 

Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hull 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Lat Day of Proof. 
Farmar, July 25, 1862. 
Bell, Robert John, Reedness, Yorkshire, Surgeon. Nov 4. Harvey v. 
Bell, V. C. Stuart. 
Brandreth, Thomas, Ormskirk, Lancashire, Esq. Nov4. Brandreth e. 
Brandreth, V. C. Stuart. 
Brinkman, Susannah, 25 ‘Morpeth- “ter, South Hackney, Widow. Nov 2. 
Brinkman »v. Johnson, M. R. 
Capper, Margaret, 19 Lower Brook-st, See Middlesex, Milliner 
nd Dress Maker. Nov6. Leafv. MLR. 
Haseloc, Debert Cheeegipemam, Essex, Esq. Oct 29. Paske v. Hasel- 


Wells "Frederick Metcalfe, 91 Eaton-pl. Belgrave-sq, and of the King’s Arms 
= Castle-st, Whitechapel, Esq. Nov 3, Wells». Wells, V. 
om 
Tugspar, July 29, 1862. 
Bowra, ve Seven Oaks, Kent, Ironmonger. Nov6. Briggs v. East- 


Geary, ‘Nicholas, Leominster, Herefordshire, Doctor in Physic. Nov }. 
Rodney v. Butcher, V. C. Stuart 
Graham, Margaret, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Widow. Nov 7. In re Graham's 


A 
cs alguagpecgnens Dec 3. Hill ». Royston, V. C. 
Holbrook, Thomas, Hill Ash, Dymock, Gloucestershire, Nov 3. 
King v. Moore, V. C. Stuart. » 


Jenkins, William, formerly of the Paco nl Breconshire, P+. late of St. 
John’s Cottage, Gent. Nov I v. Jenkins, V, C. Wood. 

Roberts, Mt ay Hawarden, Fuscehive. Mariner. Oct 29. Roberts v. 

spit, Wii ‘Wiitlens, nts oe Car, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Nov 3. Prec: 


tor v. Spittichouse 
Tweeddale, Annie pron BEL pig of Albany-st, Bayswater, and late of 

— » Victoria, Melbourne. Oct 30. Tweeddale v. Braund, V. C. 
vaberecod, James, Idan, Kent, Farmer, Oct 29. Harrison ¢. Usher- 


Weatherell, Bn <0 South oa Yorkshire, Farmer. Nov 5. Wea- 
therell v, Weatherell, V. C. Wood. 


Assiguments for Benehit of Creditors. 
Pawar, July 25, 1962. 


J N 
Fighet Jones Wigan, Laseim, orfolk, General Shopkeeper, July 
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Tugspay, July 20, 1862. 


Liverpoo 


Deens registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Faiway, July 25, 1862. 


Baldwin, William, Buillie-st, Rochdale, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. July 16. | 


Astignment. Reg July 25. 
Barnes, William, Prospect-row, West Hackney, Middlesex, a Traveller on 
Commission. July 14. Composition. Reg July 23. 


Borsay, Daniel, & William Borsay, Bolton, Lancashire, Manufacturers. 


June 26. Conveyance. Reg July 19 

Bunnell, William, Liverpool, Cart Owner. June 27. Conveyance. Reg 
July 22. 

Campbell, George, New Swindon, Wilts, Clerk. June 26. Conveyance. 
Reg July 24. 


Carter, Henry, George Walshaw, & George Booth, Mirfield, Yorkshire, 
Ironfounders, June 25. Assignment. Reg July 21. 

Clemson, Joseph, & William Ciemson, Little Lever, near Bilton, Lan- 
cashire, Cotton Spinners. Jaly 15. Composition. Reg July 22. 


Cother, William, Middle Aston, Oxford shire, Auctioneer. June 27. Con- 
veyance. Reg July 23. 

Duggin, John, 3 Bevenden-st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Bristle Assorter. 
June 25. Assignment. Reg July 22 


Ferrand, George Henry, Waterhead Mill, ~ od Oldham, Lancashire, 
Grocer. July 18. Assignment. Reg July 

Hale, William, William’s ee Dolemeads, Bath, Baker. 
signment. Reg July 

Hammond, John am, 7 Alfred Hammond, Manchester, Corn Factors. 
July 14, Assignment. Reg July 22. 

Hill, Thomas, Bonnyhurst, Barton-upon-Irwell, Lancashire, Licensed 


July8. As- 


Victualler. July3. Assignment. Reg July 24. 
Hinchliffe, Uriah, Meltham, Almondbury, Yorkshiré, Grocer. June 27. 
Assignment. Reg July 24. 
Holroyd, Stephen, Halifax, Ironfounder. June 26. Assignment. Reg 
uly 


Jervis, Thomas, 101 Bryan-st, eye Staffordshire, Furniture Dealer. 
June 26. Conveyance. Reg July 23. 


Jones, deat 77 Lower Thames-st, Merchant, June 26, Conveyance, 
Reg July 
Lewis, Thacaas; High-st, Cardiff, Ironmonger. June 26. Composition. 


Reg July 2 

Light, Richard, Market-pl, sey ID Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. 
June 25. Assignment. Reg Jul 

Little, Archibald, Purfieet-wharf, Earl -st, Blackfriars, Lime and Cement 
Merchant. July 17. Composition. Reg July 24. 

Morgan, Edwin, Chapel House, Chapel-row, Kentish Town, Corn Dealer. 
Jupe 23. Composition. Reg July 18. 

Nolcini, Joseph, Cardiff, Watch Manufacturer, and Rocco Moretti, Watch 
Manufacturer, June 28. Conveyance. Reg July 25. 

Oakes, William, A ap se Ecclesfield, Yorkshire, Nurseryman. June 25. 


Conveyance. July 23. 

Rand'e, Wiliam, Norwich, Corn Merchant. July 14. Assignment. Reg 
July 23. 

Roberts, Ighn, Heckmondwike, Birstal, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. June 30. 
Assignment. Reg July 23. 


Sheldon, James Rowson, Sutton, Prestbury, Cheshire, Innkeeper. June 
25. Conveyance. Reg July 23. 


Walmsley, Thomas, Clayton-st, Blackburn, Lancashire, Grocer. July 17. 
Assignment. Reg July 22, 

Webb, Thomas, Mitchel Dean, Gloucestershire, Innkeeper. June 25. 
Conveyance. Reg July 23. 

Wild, William, Heyside, Royton, Lancashire, Innkeeper. July 1. Assign- 
ment. Reg "July 24. 


Wood, Caleb Joshua, Abbey Hotel, Orange-grove, Bath, Innkeeper. July 
4. Assignment. Reg July 24. 


ToespayY, July 29, 1862. 


Bailey, George, Dawley, Salop, Ironmonger. July 1. 
July 28. 

Britton, premn Hotel Keeper, Bristol. 
July 28 

Carter, William, — Somersetshire, Farmer, July 12. Convey- 
ance. Reg July 2 


Assignment. Reg 


June 30. Assignment. Reg 


Cockshctt, William, Keighley, Yorkshire, Tanner and Farmer. Joly 3. 
Assignment. Reg July 26. 

Drum, Patrick, Lovespoel, Bottle Dealer and Cooper. July 1. Assign- 
ment. Reg July 26 

Harwood, hedge argh Hornsey-rd, Middlesex, Builder. June 30. Composi- 
tion. Reg July 28 


Hoy, John Scott, 70 Clayton-st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. 
July 3. Conveyance. Reg July 28. 

Larner, John, Ipswich, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler. Assign- 
ment. Reg July 26. 

Lyne, Lewis Clifton, 12 Whitehall-pl, Middlesex, Clerk in the Office of the 
Board of Works. July 3. Arrangement. Reg July 25. 

Robertson, George, Hill-st, Richmond, Surrey, Butcher. July 16, Con- 
veyance. Reg July 25. 

Simms, Mark, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Ironmonger. June 26. 
Assignment. Reg July 24. 


June 26, 


Toby, William, Kettering, Northamptonshire, Grocer. July 1. Assign- 
ment. Reg July 28. 

Turner, Jonathan, Huddersfield, Grocer, July 1. Assignment. Reg 
July 26. 


Van, Baerle William Hislop, 12 Whitehall-pl, Clerk in the Office of the 
Board of Works. July 3. Arrangement. Reg July 25. 

White, James, 80 Redecliffe-st, Bristol, Boot and Shoe Maker, July 4. 
Assignment. Reg July 25 

Whitfield, William, Idle, Yorkshire, Book-keeper. June 28. Assignment. 
Reg July 26, 

Williams, John, Abingdon, Berks, Sacking Manufacturer. 
position. Reg July 28. 

bad So? Yaad Manehester, Joiner and Builder. July 2, ‘Assignment. 

eg July 


July 17. Com- 
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Elliot, Joseph, Liverpool, Chemist and Druggist. June 30. Sol Grace, | 
1. 


| Allep, William, Welton, Northamptonshire, Baker. 
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Bankrupls. 
Fripay, July 25, 1862, 


Ainsworth, Robert, 34 George-st, Hulme, Lancashire, Beer-house Keeper, 
Pet July’ ly. Salford, Aug 16 at 10. Sol Eltoft, Manchester. 


Pet July 2h” Lon- 
don, Aug 9 at 12. Sol Bickley, 32 King William;st. 

Amos, Thomas, 5 Kilburn-villas, Central-hill, Upper Norwood, Surrey, 
Builder. Pet July 18. London, Aug 9 at 12, Sol Nicholson, 48 Lime-st. 

Attwater, John W illiam, 119 High-st, Sheerness, Builder. Pet Jaly 17. 
London, Aug 9 at 11. Sol Peddel, 82 Cheapside. 

Ball, Thomas, 28 Kings-lane, Plymouth, Fishmonger. Pet July 22. East 
Stonehouse, Aug 7 at 11. Sol Fowler, Plymouth. 

Barrett, John Davenport, Lower Barton-st, near Gloucester, High » Bailiff, 
Pet July 22. Bristol, Aug 11 at 11. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Bayley, John, 2 Hanson-st, Walnut-st, Hulme, = Dealer. Pet July 21, 
Salford, Aug 16 at 10. Sol Gardner, Mancheste: 

Beal, Joseph, Witham, Kingston-npon-Hull, Tabolirer, July 10. Hull 
Aug | at 12. 

Beales, James, Leicester, Commission Agent. Pet July 23. ad 
ham, Aug 12 at 11. ‘Sols Miles, Gregory, & Bouskell, Leiceste 

Beckensall, Thomas, Stevénton, near Abingdon, Berks, Builder. "Pet July 
22, London, Aug 12 at 12. ‘Sols Doyle, 2 Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn, 
and Thompson, Oxford. 

Biggs. Henry, 45 Stamford-st, Blackfriars-rd, Zinc Worker, ‘Pet July Wi 
(in forma pauperis). London, Aug 12 at 12. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 
46 Moorgate-st. 

Bird, John, ata Northamptonshire, Carpenter. July 18. Daventry, 
‘Aug 6 at 10. 

Brewster, Charles, Stapleford Abbotts, Essex, Dealer in Pigs. 
London, Aug 14 at 2, Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. . 
Brooks, George, Sandgate, Kent, Grocer. Pet July 14. London, Aug 12 
Pet July 21, 


July 17, 


at 12, Sol Richardson, 15 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Brown, John, Leicester, Journeyman Baker. 
Aug 13 at 10. Sol Chamberlain. Leicester. 

Brown, James; jun, Coggs, Oxfordshire, Farmer's Assistant. Pet June 4 
(in forma pauperis). Witney, Augll atill. Sol Kilby, Banbury. 

Carr, William, Northfleet, Kent, Builder. Jnly 18. London, Aug 9 at 10. 
Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Clegg, Samuel, Belfield Mil!-lane, Belfield, Se Fuller. Pet July 23. 
Rochdale, Aug 13 at 11. Sol Standring, Rochdal 

Coates, Matthew, Bedlington. Northumberland, Maltster, July 19. New- 
castie-upon-Tyne, Aug 4 at 12. Sol Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Colley, George, Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Staffordshire, Grocer. Pet 
July 21. Stoke-upon-Trent, Aug 6 at 11, Sol Stevenson, 

Collinson, Frank Pearce, 8 Park-rd, Chelsea, Wine Merehant. Pet J 
11, London, Aug 14 at 1.30. Sols Howard, Halse, & ‘Trastram, Pa 
noster-row. 

Cox, Samuel, 10 Chalton-st, Somers-town, Middlesex, Baker. Pet July 
21. London, Aug 9 ati. Sols Lewis & Sons, 7 Wilmington-sq. 

Darwin, Thomas, Sheffield, Grocer, July.19. Sheffield, Aug 9 
Sol Webster, Sheffield. 

Davies, William Edward, 3 Pier-st, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Grocer. 
Pet May 22, Swansea, Aug 7 at 12. Sol Morris, Swansea, 

Davis, Charles, Cubitt-town, Poplar, Middlesex; Builder. Pet July 15, 
London, Aug 9 at 10. Sols Bennétt & Paul, 4 Sise-lane. 

Dowsett, Charles, 33 Church-st,Soho, Bootmaker. Pet yunley. 9 (in, a 
pauperis). London, Aug 12 at}. Sols Aldridge & Brom g 
gate-st. > j 

Earl, Henry, 60 Judd-st, Brunswick-sq, Blind Maker. Petduly 21. Lon- 
don, Aug 9 at 1, Sols Stevens & King, 7 Bank-chambers. 

Evans, William, Cope-st, Birmingham, Grocer, Pet July 21. 
ham, Aug 15 at 12. Sol Hawkes, Birmingham. 

Finch, John, Tunbridge, Kent, Journeyman Carpenter. July 18. Londen, 
Ang 12 at 12. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Firth, James, Ovenden, near Halifax, Commission Agent. July 17. Leeds, 
Aug 7 at li. 

Fisher, Joseph, & William Fisher, 67 Cheapside, Licensed Victuallers. 
July 22. London, Aug 9 atl. Sol Chidley, 25 Old Jewry. 

Ford, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Porter, July 10. Kingston-upon 
Hull, Ang | at 11.30. 

Garland, Henry James, Witham, Essex, Baker. Pet July 21." Maldon, 
Aug 7 at 10. Sol Digby, Maldon. 

Gibson, Hannah, 9 Johnson-st, South Shields, ery Ssipowner. Pet 
July 22, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 8 at il. Sols Tinley & Adamson, 
North Shields, 

we John, Northwich, Cheshire, Butcher. Pet July 19. Northwich, 

Aug 6atiz. Sol Bent, Warrington, Lancashire. 

Gigney, Zerobabel, Wriitle, Essex, Harness Maker. July 17. London, 
Aug 12 at 11. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Griesbach, John Henry, 19 Cariton-rd, Maida-vale, Middlesex, Professor 
of Music. Pet July 23. London, Aug i2 atl. Sols Lawranee, Plews 
& Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Grose, Henry Beswetherick, Blue Sepaeen St Austell, Cornwall, 
Mine Agent. Pet July 22. St Austell, Aug 8 at 11. Sel ‘Whitefield, 
St Columb Major. 

Hansley, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hall, Grocer. July 10. Hull, Aug) it 
10.30. Sol ummers, Hull. 

Harrison, George, Brewery-st, Kates-hill, Dudley, Worcestershire, Jour- 
neyman Tailor. Pet July 19. Dudley, Aug Bat 10, Sol King, Dudley, 

Hawley, Francis, Sherburn, Yorkshire, Blacksmith. Pet. Tadcaster, 
July 28 at 12. Sol Harle, Leeds. 

Hayward, Benjamin, Radcliffe-st, Oxford, Innkeeper. Pet July 2(in forma 
pauperis). Oxford, Aug 7 at 10. Sol Kilby, Banbury. 

Healey, Henry Francis, 7 Francis-pl, Holloway-rd, Middlesex, Stone Saw- 
yer. Pet July 21 (in forma pauperis), London, Aug 12 at 12. Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. we 

Hewitt, Henry Woodhead, Sheaf Bank, Sheffield,Drugglst. Pet (in forma 
pauperis). Sheffleld, Aug 14 at 2. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 

Hinves, William, Lee, Kent, Plasterer. duly 8. London, Aug 12 at IL 
Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st, ry. 

Hockley, Herbert Charles, Stamford, Lincolnshire, lronmonger. Tet — § 
22, Nottingham, Aug 12 at 11. Sols Law, Stamford, and 
Nottingham. 

Howe, William Henry, 11 Cornwatl-st, Lupus-st, Pimlico, Baker. ‘Pot 
July 23. London, Aug 12 at a a. Drew, 4 New Ph ery 

Husley, .Timothy,, Mortlake, nu House Offer. 
July 19, London, Aug 9 at I. 


Leicester, 


at 10. 


Birming- 


Sol ig corer eons 46 Moorgate-st. 





om pe ee ein —S.7-F-8 08 EEE RE ES Pee a ee fy _ Sen is 





Fook wee eee 


2. 


J 
unite edestwlan seechclewtx 








Aus. 2, 1862. 


THE SOLICIIORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 











Jenner, Charles, Albion-terrace, New North-rd, Middlesex, Commission 

Agent. Pet July 21 (in forma pauperis), London, Aug 12 at 12. Sols 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Jones, Josiah Ellis, Regent-st. Northwood, Hanley, Staffordshire, Potter’s 
oe gg Pet July 23. Hanley, Aug23 atli. Sols E.& A, Tennant, 
Hanley 

Kemp, James, Kingsbridge, Devonshire, Cordwainer. 
bridge, Aug 4 at 11. Sol Orton, Kingsbri 

Kilby, Charles Edward, New Inns, Nechells-park-road, Aston, Birming- 
ham, hha. Clerk. Pet July 23. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 10. Sol 
East, Birmi ngham 

King, Thomas muel, 47 Princes-st, Ipswich, Suffolk, Journeyman Cur- 
rier. Pet July 21. ‘Ipswich, Aug 6 at 11. Sol Pollard, Ipswich. 

Lage, arp = y esas rd, Lower-rd, Islington, Commission Agent. 

Aug 9 at 10. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Lind. Witiam Air Alfred, 19, 20, and 21 Portland-rd, Regent’s-park, Dealer 
uy Aquaria. Pet July 21. don, Aug 14 at 11. Sols Lawrence, 
Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Low, William, 46 High-st, Lewes, Sussex, Chemist. 
Aug iatl0. Sol man, Brighton 

“Suly 14, 


May, Joseph, Lancaster, Ironmonger. 
I. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 
Meachem, Thomas, Dndley-st, Bilston, Staffordshire, Charter Master. 
“Pet July 21. Birmingham, Aug!! ati2. Sol Jackson, Westbromwich. 
Mees, Thomas, Brierley-hill, Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Boiler Maker. 
Pet July 21, Stourbridge, Aug 28 at 9.30. Sol Maltby, Dadley. 
Moreton, Joseph, Swinford, Leicestershire, Blacksmith. Pet July 17. 
Latterworth, Aug 7 at li. Sol Rawlins, Market Harborough. 
Mort, Charles Henry, 29 Carver-st, Sheffield, Hardware Merchant. 
July 17. Sheffield, Aug 9 at 10. 

Munday, William, 1 Heath-st, Commerciai-road East, Boot and Shoe 
Maker. July 21. London, Aug9 ati. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Oates, Thomas, jun., Settle, Yorkshire, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet July 

22. Settle, Aug? at 10, Sol Robinson, Settle. 

Oliver, Edward, Birmingham, Attorney-at-Law. Pet July 23, Birming- 
ham, Aug 1! at 12. Sols Southall & Nelson, Birmingham 
» William, Patricroft-rd, Eccles, Lancashire, Milliner. Pet July 
M4. Manchester, Aug 8 at 11, Sols Crowther & Faringdon, Manchester. 
, William, 38 Gibson-st, Waterloo-rd, Breai and Biscuit Baker. Pet 

Ju y 23. London, Aug 14 at 2. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl. 
Priest, John Ebenezer, 16 Albion-pl, Walworth, Boot-tree Manufacturer. 
ae = London, Aug 12 at 11. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moor- 


Pet July 22. Kings- 


Pet July 19. Lewes, 
Manchester, Aug 6 at 


19 Charlotte-st, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Brewer, Pet 
July Pr, ney erth4r Tydfil, Aug 9 at 2, Sol Williams, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Robinson, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire, July 16. Grimsby, 
Aug 15 atll. Sols Brown & Sons, Lincoln. 
Royle, Samuel, es Provision Dealer. 
ug 8 at}2. Sol Ma M ester. 
Shaw, William, Lincoln-st, Old Basford, Nottinghamshire, Beerhouse- 
keeper. Pet July22. Nottingham, Aug 12 at 11. Sol Heath, Not- 
ti m. 
saith, ‘Thomes, 51 Cornhill, Tailor. Pet July 21 (in forma pauperis). 
London, Aug 14at2. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 


Pet July 17. Manchester, 


Smith, William King, Fredericksburg, Virginia, America. Pet July 19. 
London, Aug 9 at 11. Sol Chidley, 25 Old Jewry. 
Stevens, Henry Edward, Gray’s Thurrock, Essex, Baker. July 17. Lon- 


don; Aug 9 at 10. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Stivens, John Charles, Liverpool, Oilman and Pickle Movateeinene, 
July 23, ee Aug 5 at 12, Sol Woodburn, Liverpoo 

Straflard,” John, King-st, Rerunshen, 
23. Sheffield, Aug 14 at 2. Sol Mason, York and S) 

Stredder, George Smith, 7 Woodstock-rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Middlesex, 
Commission Agent. Pet July 23 9g forma pauperis). London, Aug 14 


Bicester, July 28 at 


Pet 


" at2, Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st 

ss ude James, Hethe, Oxfordshire, Cooper. 
0, Sol Kilby, Banbury. 

Telford, Thomas, 38 Bolnes-et, within Bury, Lancashire, Boot and Shoe 
Maker. Pet July 22. Bury, Aug 14 at il. Sol Watson, Bury, 

Thompson, Thomas, St Paul’s Cray, Kent, Journeyman Wheelwright. 
Pet Jaly 17. London, Aug 9 ati. Sols Marshall & Son, 12 Hatton- 


garden. 

Travis, John, Sand 11 Chatham-st, Liverpool, Coach Builder. 
Liverpool, Aug Gat 8. Sol Blackhurst, Liverpool. 

Turner, Elizabeth. Globe Public-house, Regent st, Lambeth-walk, Surrey 
Licensed Victualler. Pet July 21. London, Aug 12 atli. Sol Wood, 
4 Coleman-st-bidgs. 

Watson, John, 6 Northampton-st, Old Kent-rd, Locomotive Engine Driver. 
Pet July 21. London, Aug 12 at 11. Sol Fenton, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Wetton, John, 43 First-st, Chelsea, Middlesex, General Dealer. 
22. London, Aug {2 at 1. Sol Cooper, 9 Charing-cross. 

Wilkes, George, Church-st, Darlaston, Staflordshire Licensed Victualler. 
Pet July 18. Birmingham, Aug 15 at 12. Sol Brevitt, Darlaston. 
Williams, Jchn Owen, Garthanghared Arms, Liwyngwril, Cilynin, Merio- 

- Innkeeper. Pet July 17. Dolgelly, Augiatll. Sol Morris, 


Williams. ‘James, Hanford, Staffordshire, Brickmaker, Pet July 22 (in 
forma pauperis), Stafford, Aug 7 at 11, Sol Litchfield, ewenstie- 


Winch, inch, Willtasa, 13 Daniel-st, Gossett-st, Bethnal-green, Timber Merchant, 
Pet July 21. London, Aug 9 at 10. Sol Waring, 25 Poultry. 

Winson, Francis. Junction Inn, Riddings, Alfreton, Derbyshire, Beer-house 
Keeper. Pet July 19. Alfreton, Aug 9 at 12. Sol Shacklock, Mansfield, 
Notts 


July 2, 


Pet July 23. 


July 


Woodward, Hugh, jun, 13 Butler-st, West Derby, Lancashire, Journeyman 
Pilot. Pet July 22. Liverpool, Aug 7 at 3. Sol Goldrick, Liverpool. 
Woolliscrott, George, Wetley Rocks, near Leek, Staffordshire, Grocer. 

July 18. Birmingham, Aug li at 12, Sols James & Knight, Birming- 


Togspay, July 29, 1862, 
Adams, H. W., 25 Cannon-st West, Merchant. Pet July 18. London, 
Aug i4at 12. Sols Langford & Marsden, 59 Friday-st, Cheapside. 
Adcock, William, Rushden, Northamptonshire, Accountant. July 18, 
— Aug }2at ii. Sole Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
rews, Richard, , near Frome, — Baker. July 10. 


Sheffield, Steel Toy Thaker. Pet July , 
Sheffield. 





25 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 12 at2. Sols Aldridge & Brom- 
ley, 46 Moorgate-s:. 

Barker, Thomas Dennis, King¥ton-upon-Hull, Rope Manufacturer. Pet 
June 18, Kingston-upon-Hull, Aug!3 at12. Sol Jackson, Hull. 

Barnes, James, Elliot-st, Liverpool, Lating-house Keeper. Pet July 26. 
Liverpool, Aug 9 at 12. Sol Blackhurst, Liverpool. 

Beadell, Samuel, 14 Mansfield-rd, Kentish Town, Working Jeweller. Pet 
July 25 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 12 at2. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Beavis, Josias Knight, Woodbury, Salterton, Devonshire, Smith. Pet 
July 26. Exeter, Aug 9 at ll. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Bevan, Edward Philip, 56 Bridge-st, Cambridge, Licensed Retailer of Beer 
and Spirits. Pet July 25. Cambridge, Aug6at4. Sols Whitehead & 
French, Cambridge. 

Bracegirdle, Peter, 85 Welbeck-st, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, 
Commercial Traveller on Commission, Pet July 22. Manchester, Aug 
19 at 9.30. Sol Swan, Manchester. 

Bradley, George, Belgrave-st, Balsall-heath, Worcestershire, Baker. Pet 
July 25. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

Browse, Arthur, 6 Clifton-ter, Torquay, Hatter. Pet July 24. Newton 
Abbot, Aug 8 at 11. Sol Carter, Torquay. 8 

Bulled, George, Cove, Tiverton, Devonshire, Carpenter. Pet July 24. 
Tiverton, Aug 12 at 3, Sol Densham, Devon. 

Callow, Charles, Lindfield, Sussex, Butcher. Pet July 24. Ler Ws t Aug 
12 at 1. Sols Blakeley & Beswick, 26 Nicholas-lane, Lombard-st 

Carver, Edward, East Leake, Nottinghamshire, Blacksmith. Pet July 1. 
Loughborough, Aug 13 at 10. Sol Giles, Loughborough. 

Cook, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Pet July 24. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Aug Il at 11.30. Sol Story, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Cotton, Thomas, 93 Milton-st, St. Luke, Middlesex, Foreman. Pet July 
23. London, Aug 14 at 1. Sol Adams, 13 Walbrook. 

Danby, Frederick, 153 Great Ancoats-st, Manchester, Toy and Glass 
Dealer. Pet July 25. Manchester, Aug 19 at 9.30. So! Rawlinson 
Manchester. 

Dawkins, James, Netley, Hound, Hants, General Shopkeeper. Pet July 
21. Southampton, Aug 13 at 12. Sol Macke . Southampton. 

Day, John, jun., 52 Horn-st, Reading, Berkshire, Assistant to a Pork 
Butcher. “Pet “July 24 Reading, Aug li at 12,’ Sol Smith, Reading. 

Dodd, Charles, 8 Lowes-pl, Rigby-st, Salford, Journeyman Bread Baker, 
Pet July 24. Salford, Aug 16 at 10. Sol Stiles, Marchester. 

Duthrie, John, Leeds, Bookbinder. Pet July 25. Leeds Aug 21 at 12.30. 
Sol Simpson, Leeds. 

Evans, Thomas, Caergwrlie, Flintshire, Butcher. Pet July 25. Wrex- 
ham, Aug 9at 11. Sol Rymer, Wrexham. 

Foster, Edward, Woolley Moor, near Alfreton, Derbyshire, Butcher, Pet 
July 26. Nottingham, Aug 20 at 10. Sol Brown, Nottingham. 

French, George, Duke of York Inn, Angel-st, Worcester, 

Agent. Pet July 19. Worcester, Aug 16 at 11. Sol Wilson, Worces- 
ter. 

Froud, Benjamin Hubbard, 3 Catherine-pl, Clarendon-rd, Kensington- 
park, Carpenter. Pet July 23 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 14 
at 2. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Ganderton, Benjamin, High-st, Pershore, Worcestershire, Market Gard- 
ner. Pet July 22. Pershore, Aug l4at1l. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 
Gater, Mary Annie, 6 Wrothamevillas, Wrotham-rd, Camden Town, Pro- 
fessor of Music. Pet July 25. London, Aug 12 at 2. Sol Jones, 5 

New-inn, Strand. 

Gibson, John, 558 Rochdale-rd, Manchester, Wheelwright. Pet July 25. 
Manchester, Aug 17 at 9.30. Sol Bent, Manchester. 

Goddard, James, Gloucester, Whitesmith. Pet July 26. Gloucester, Aug 
13 at 2. Sol Cooke, Gloucester. 

Heaford, Jonathan, Dawley-green, Dawley, Hose Grocer. Pet July 23. 
Madeley, Aug 16 at 12. Sol Beeston, Well 

Hill, Peter, Farsley Beck Bottom, Bradford, Gear rH Slay Manufacturer. 
Pet July 23. Leeds, Aug 21 at 12. Sols Hopps, Leeds. 


Hoyle, Richard Elkanah, Lincoln, Surgeon. Pet July 24. “Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Aug 20 at 12. Sol ‘l'oynbee, Lincoln. 
Hutchinson, Israel Chamberling, Bridge-st, E: Worcestershire, 


Tinman. Pet July 23. Evesham. Aug 15 at 11. Sol Garrard, Evesham. 

Jolly, John, Old Trafford, Bookkeeper. Pet July 18 (in forma pauperis). 
Manchester, Aug 19 at .30 Sol Swan, Manchester. 

Joves, Thomas, Green Bush-lane, Beiminster, Brstol, ay Maker. Pet 
July 26. Bristol, Aug 12 at 11. Sols Clifton & Benson, B 

Kidd, Robert, & George Kidd, Falsgrave, Scarborough, Builders. Pet Jaly 
25. Leeds, Aug 14 at'!. Sols Dale, York, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Koetting, John, 6 Lyndhurst-place, Creek-rd, Deptford, Kent, Journeyman 
Baker. Pet July 24. London, Aug 12 atl. Sol Philby, 3 Fenehurch- 
bldgs, Fenchurch-st. 

Leighton, Edward Godfrey, Butcher-st, Poplar, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet 
July 25. Nottingham, Aug 20 at 10. Sol Smith, Nottingham. 


vester, 18 Great Dover-st, Newington, 
Pashley, Thomas, Epworth, 
Aug 13 at 2. Sols Beckett & Phil 
James, Westonzoyland, 
Bridgwater, Aug 13 at 10. 


Lewis, William Rees, Trallwn, near Pontypridd, Glam: 
Pet "July 26. Bristol, mo 12 at 11. Sols Wilcocks, Cardiff, and Abbot, 
Lucas. & Leonard 

Lieyd, Thomas, 3 Euston- -84, St Pancras, Middlesex. Pet July 25 (in 
forma pauperis). London, Aug 14 at 1. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Luxford, William, Sutton, Surrey, Builder. Pet June o. London, Aug 
14.at 1.30. Sols Terrell & Chamberlain, 30 

McAvoy, John, Aldershot, Hampshire, Hawker. Maly “A. Farnham , 
Aug 8 at 12. 

Moody, Thomas, Landport, Pertsea, Hants, Grocer, Pet July 22. Lon- 
don, Aug 14 at 12. Sol Low, 65, Chancery-lane, 

Munday, John (and not William Manday, as previously advertised), t 
Heath-st, Commercial-rd East, Boot and ae Maker, July 21, Lon- 
don, Aug 9 atl. Sol Aldridge, 46 M 

Neck, William, 54 Wharf, Wenlock-rd, City- rr ‘basin, Clerk to an En- 
gineer. Pet July 26. London, Aug 14 at 10. Sol Munday, 6 Essex-st, 
Strand. 

Newbould, Mickael, Bradford, Butcher. Pet July25. Leeds, AugSatil. 
Sols Dawson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Norledge, Elizabeth, Newark-upon-Trent, Notts, Clothier. Pet Jane 7. 
Newark-upon-Trent, Aug 5at 10. Sol Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent, 
Page, James, jun, 19 Wood-st, Spitalfields, Wholesale and Export Boot 
and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet July 26. London, Aug 12 at2. Sol Sil- 

Pet July 28. Thorne, 

Somersetshire, Butcher. Pet July 23, 

Sol Reed, | Guildhall-chambers, 


ire, Butcher. 
lips, Thorne. 
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Powell, Henry, Nantyruchon-fawr, Talgarth, Breconshire, Farmer and 
Sheep Dealer. Pet July 21. Bristol, Aug 12 at 11. Sol Williams, 
Brecon, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Powell, James Charlies, |! Colville-road, Bayswater, Clerk in Her Majesty’s 
Great Seal Patent Office. Pet July 24. London, Aug 12 at 2. Sol 
Lamb, 12 Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Puddephat, William, Luton, Beds, Builder. Pet July 24. London, Aug 
14 at 19.30. Sols ‘Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

Rice, Michael George, Torquay, Devonshire, Professor of Music. 
25. Newton-Abbott, Aug 8 at 12. Sol Clarke, Exeter. 

Shallcross, George, Apple Market-st, Northwich, Cheshire, Boot and Shoe 
=_ Pet July 23. Northwich, Aug 6’at 1. Sol Dunstan, North- 

ain mt James, Great Alfred-st, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet July 24. 

ottingham, Aug 20 at 10. Sol Briggs, Nottingham. 

Shrimpton, Samuel, High-st, Lymington, Southampton, Saddler and Har- 
ness Maker. Pet July 26. London, Aug 14 at 12.30. Sols Braiken- 
ridge & Sons, 16 Bartlett’s-bldgs, Holborn. 

Smith, J mes, Liverpool, Biscuit Raker. Pet July 22, 
at li. @Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool. 

Smith, Thomas Hubert, Elmley Castle, Worcestershire, Tailor. Pet July 
15 (in forma pauperis), Evesham, Aug 15 at 11. Sol’ Wilson, Worcester, 

w, Edwin, 3 Park-pi, Cheltenham, Commission Agent. Pet July 15. 
Bristol, Aug li at ll. Sols Parry, Birmingham, and Miller, Bristol. 

Squires, Henry, 44 Upper Cumming-st, Pentonville, Gun Barrel Manufac- 
turer. Pet July 24. London, Aug 14 at 11. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & 
Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Thackery, John, & Frederick William Swales, York, Curriers and Leather 
Cutters. PetJuly 22. Leeds, Aug 8 at 11. Sols Cariss & Tempest, 
Leeds 


Thrift, George, Yateley. Hants, Coppice Dealer. 

ug 8at 1%. Sol Webb, Quarry-st, Minories. 

Ton, John George, Derwent-st, Derby, Wire Worker. Pet July 22. Derby, 
Aug6at1i2. 8ol Briggs, Derby. 

Trafford, George, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet July 24. 

. Aug 20 at12. Sols Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Turner, John Pratt, 100 Lower Union-st, Torquay, Cabinet Maker. 
July 28. Newton Abbot, Aug 8 at 12. Sol Carter, Torquay. 

Tyler, Edmund Thomas, 21 Mealcheapen-st, Worcester, Boot & Shoe Maker. 
hook July 22. Worcester, Aug 16 at 11. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 

estbrook, James, 39 Grange-lane, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Shoe Manufac - 
js Pet July 24. Birkenhead, Aug lil at10. Sol Ward, Liverpool. 

Williams, Thomas Watkin, Birmingham, Apothecary. Pet July 24. Bir- 
mingham, Aug 1} at 12. Sol Reece, Birmingham. 

Wilkinson, John Lindsay, 41 Dame Dorothy-st, Monkwearmouth, Journey- 
man Engine Fitter. Pet July 16. Sunderland, Aug 12 at 3. Sol Graham, 
2 East Cross-st, Sunderland. 

Wilkinson, Thomas Joshua, 11 and 12 Ludgate-hill, 
tioner. Pet July 23. Birmingham, Sep 29 at 10. Sols Southall & 
Nelson, Birmingham. 

Wilson, James, Burley, near Otley, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Pet July 19. 
Otley, Aug 16 at 1. Sol Harle, Leeds. 

Wilson, Joseph, & John Butterworth, Morley, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufac- 
turers. Pet July 25. Leeds, Augi4ati1l. Sol Simpson, Leeds. 

Wood, Mary Ann, Eagle Tavern Inn, Starcross, Devonshire, Licensed Vic- 
tuailer. PetJuly 28. Exeter, Aug 12at 10. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Wood, Samuel, Painswick, Gloucestershire, Dealer in Fruit. Pet July 25. 
Stroud, Aug 9 at 10. Sol Clutterbuck, Stroud. 

Zillwood, William Freeborn, Bentley-heath, South Mimms, Middlesex, 
Schoolmaster. Pet July 25. London, Aug 14 at 11.30. Sol Hempson, 
54 Connaught-ter. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
ToEsDayY, July 29, 1862. 
Cartwright, George, Underly, Worcestershire, Furnishing Draper, July 
25. 


Pet July 


Liverpool, Aug 5 


Pet July 24. Farnham, 


Kingston-upon-H ull 
Pet 


Birmingham, Sta- 








OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS ro tHE 
e QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s, 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s _ NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite fragra 

John Gosnell & Gore “GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfum 

John Gosnell & Co” s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing 
perfume. Price Is. and Is. 6d. each 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 
ss “te recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of 

r. 


John Gosnell & Co.’°s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Bears 

Grease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects the 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is. 6d, 
n pots; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price Is. 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 
Hair Dye which produces a good natural colour with perfect certainty 
and with the least possible trouble. 

Manufactory, 12, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London. 


FFICE AND HOUSEHOLD FURNITURE 

of a description. Fire Proof Safes, all second Hand, by the 

mL, SOLO SOLOMON'S 10, IN'S 10, Water-lany, Sleek friars, oleae task fn - + Hall 
Established 1832, ; acc 








WIGGINTON LODGE ESTATE, 
In the Parish and Borough of Tamworth, in the County of Stafford, 


7? be SOLD by AUCTION, by E. & C. ROBINS 

on THURSDAY, the 7th day of AUGUST next, at FOUR o'clock 
in the afternoon, at the HEN AND CHICKENS HOTEL, in NEW. 
STREET, BIRMINGHAM, a to conditions which will be then 
duced—the capital FREEHOLD House 
and Offices, Park, Paddocks, Soaamd Grounds, Plantations, ee and 
Vineries, known as ‘* Wigginton Lodge,” and several closes of Pasture ang 
Meadow Land surrounding. The Mansion House has a Pobre ‘ 
aspect, and is within one mile of the Railway Stations and the town of 
Tamworth. Also, several closes of rich and ern Land, lying cou. 
tiguous and near thereto ; and a small Farm, Farm House, and 
at Coton, The whole estate comprises about 122 acres of very 
Meadow, Pasture, and Arable Land, and will be offered in the 
lots :— 

Lot 1.—The Mansion House and offices, park, paddocks, 
pleasure grounds, plantations, gardens, and vineries, known as 
‘* Wigginton Lodge,” Pasture and Meadow Land, 
drives, lodges, fish ponds, and servants’ detached cottages and 
gardens, being the parts numbered | to 8, both inclusive, and 
coloured red on the plan; and containing....s+.sseeesssesees 

Three closes of Pasture Land adjoining, in the occupa- 
tion of Mr. Thomas Wallis, numbered 9, 10, and }1, coloured 
red on the plan; and containing ........ eee eeccceccccce 

One close of Meadow Land adjoining, in the occupation of Mr. 
William Jones, d 12, and d red on the plan ; and ioe 
CONLAINING .sseescececcccccscessercccecsseseccccscsesscsos FS IM 


Total of Lot lee.seccoceee vee 68 3M 

The lands lie in a ring fence, and are situate on the western side of thi 
Burton and Tamworth Tarnpike Road, from which there is a main carr 
drive to the park and residence. 

The mansion house comprises entrance hall, breakfast room, 
room, and double drawing room, billiard room on the chamber floor, seve 
bed rooms, three dressing rooms, six maid servants’ rooms, water ¢ 
and two men servants’ rooms, stabling for nine horses, ample ¢: 
room, and all the subordinate offices for the comfort and conventonseg 
large family; and being in a good hunting country, it is very atti 
as a residence. 

The mansion house stands on an elevated part of the estate, and fron 
to the south-west across the park, which has a gentle incline, — in 
is the castle and church of Tamworth, and the beautiful range : 
Hints and Hopwas on the opposite side of the river. a 

The Tamworth Station of the Trent Valley and Midland Lines of 
way bring this :esidence within three hours of London, Manchester, 
Liverpool, and three-quarters of an hour of chery ver se e 

Lot 2.—Three closes of most productive land, having a 
the Burton and Tamworth turnpike road, numbered iy i. and Ty 
coloured green on the plan; and containing 17a, 2r. 12p. 

This lot is in the occupation of Mr. Thomas Wallis, as yearly tenant. 

Lot 3.—A valcable close of accommodation land, adjoining the 
shire Moor and the estate of Sir Robert Peel, Bart., numbered 16, 
coloured yellow on the plan; and containing 3a. 3r. 1 ae: 

This lot is in the occupation of Mr. Thomas Clarson, as yearly t 

Lot 4.—Two valuable closes of accommodation land, situate near 
Bridge, Tamworth, aud bounded by the estate of Sir Robert Peel, Bart 
and the Trent Valley Railway, numbered 17 and 18, and coloured us 
the plan; and containing 7a. Or. 33p. 

This lot is in the occupation of Mr. William Lunn, as yearly tenant,” 

Lot 5.—A small farm of most excellent meadow and market g 
land, situated at Coton, adjoining the River Tame, at Hopwas Bridge, wil 
the newly-built comfortable house, and barn, stable, cow-houses, p 
and other out-buildings, numbered 19 to 23, both inclusive, and colomm 
purple on the plan; and containing 24a. 2r, 23p. 

This lot is in the occupation of Mr. William Jones, as yearly tenant, | 

The estate is free from tithe and land tax, The infrequency of 
property in the neighbourhood of Tamworth renders the present 
~ nin the attention of persons seeking a residence or the in 
of capi 

Lot 1 may be inspected on application at Wigginton Lodge, 
to be procured of the Auctioneers, Dirmnghaont eee horenesate a 
will show the other lots. 

Particulars of sale and plans of the estate, and furth: 
may be had on application to Messrs. J. W. & G. WHATELEY, Solicito 
Waterloo-street, Birmingham ; Messrs. WHITE & BORR . 
6, Whitehall-place, London; Mr. COUCHMAN, Land pete Waterle 
street; or E. & C. ROBINS, Surveyors and Auctioneers, New-stree 
Birmingham, 


gow SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEW 
és. LER, &c., 114, High Holborn, W.C. (seven doors east of Ki 
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Every watch skilfully examined, timed, and its p “ 


guaranteed, 
Gold Watches, from . . . 
Silver ditto, ig: A 
Any article exchan; if ‘not a roved, an 
a ged app: > a a written warranty 
A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand. 
Established its ost 
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NEW LECTURE by Pre 

J. H. Pepper, on Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, at half-past } 
end a quarter-past 7, on “Some of the ot Scientific Scientific Specialities of 
International Exhibition.” ——— 
the Giant Plate Machine and Lecture od Pe L. Kine, 
able Imitations of British Birds and Animals, by Herr Susman. 
gagement of George Buckland, Esq., for his Buffo-Musical E: 
ments. New Scenic, Optical, and Prismatic Fountain § 
Beautiful Dissolving Views, illustrating London in Ancient 
eA gaa Dy sone and the Holy Land. Concerts by the 

weekly programme of 8 pages. Open from ll to 

4 past 6 to 10. Admission Is. aa 








